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Why Not Give Your Packing 
Room a Chance to Make Good? 
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Wooden Shipping Boxes are expensive, 
and getting thinner and flimsier every 
day. They are bulky to store, clumsy 
to handle, and they must have their 
covers nailed on after the most fragile 
and delicate goods 
have been packed 
in them. They are 
easy to pilfer and 
they afford little 
protection against 
breakage. Alto- 
gether they are a 
costly luxury. 








H & D Corrugated Fibre Shipping 


Boxes save you money in first cost. 
They are tough and strong. Come folded 


flat and are compact for storage. They 
are light and convenient to set up and 
packand are securely 
sealed without nails, 
noise or litter. They 
have resilient walls 
that prevent break- 
age and thethief can- 
not open and reseal 
them. They saveyou 
money at every turn. 





‘‘How to Pack It’’ 


is the name of our free packing manual. It fully describes and explains the most approved 
packing methods. It will show you how to save 10% to 25% on the first cost of your shipping 
boxes, 25% to 50% in your packing room, and 90% of your storage space; how to do away 
with confusion and inflammable litter in your packing room, and how to save your customers 
from the same annoyance; how to deliver your goods to your patrons in the best possible condi- 
tion and with the least possible trouble and expense. 


We assure you this book is valuable to you. 





Write for it and it is yours. 


The Hinde & Dauch Paper Company 


Canadian Address, Toronto, Ont. 


SANDUSKY, OHIO 
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The National Industrial Traffic League. 
Object.—The object of this league is to 
interchange ideas concerning traffic mat- 
ters, to co-operate with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, state railroad 
Soupeneniens and transportation compa- 
romoting and securing better un- 

pon diel ing by the public and the state 
and national governments of the needs of 
the traffic world; to secure proper legis- 
lation where deemed necessary, and the 
modification of present laws where con- 
sidered harmful to the free interchange 
of commerce; with the view to advance 


fair dealing and to promote, conserve 
and protect the commercial and trans- 
portation interests. 
Headquarters—Tacoma Bldg., 5 North 
La Salle St., Chicago. 
Officers 
a. OS caodusssaateke nies President 
Manager Traffic Department, Cin- 





cinnati Chamber of Commerce and 
Merchants’ Exchange. 

ie a rr rae Vice-President 
Manager Transportation Dept., Bos- 
ton Chamber of Commerce. 

Oscar = (Serpe Secretary-Treasurer 

T. M. Crane Co., 836 South Michi- 

gan Ave., Chicago, II. 

Be HTC tise c009:00 8k Asst. Secretary 
5 North La Salle St., Chicago. 


Commercial Traffic Managers of Philadel- 
phia. Walter B. Grieves, Pres.; T. Noel 
Butler, Secy., Philadelphia, Pa. 

National Implement and Vehicle Associa- 
tion. W. J. Evans, Freight Trf. Mer. 
American Trust Bldg., Chicago, Il. 

Northern Pine Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion. H. S. Childs, Secy., Minneapolis. 

Manufacturers’ Association, in charge of 
traffic of industries located at Sterling 
and Rock Falls, Ill. 


tia. ED ik dale gW u.i~b dawacvete President 
A. N. Bradford ........... Vice-President 
W. J. Burleigh ...... Secretary-Treasurer 
West BE Mia Sac sc ess ce Traffic Manager 


All correspondence relative to move- 
ment of traffic to or from Sterling and 
Rock Falls, Ill., should be addressed to 
the Traffic Manager, General Offices, 
Iawrence Building, Sterling, Il. 





Charles Conradis 


Practices before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission 
418-480 South Market St., Chicago 
606-7-8-9-10 Colorado Bidg., Washington, D. C. 


John B. Daish 
Interstate Commerce Cases only 


Walter E. McCornack 


Pormerily attorney for Interstate Commerce Com- 
. mission; Counselor at Law 


Buite 956 First National Bank Bidg., 
Chicago, II. 


C. D. Chamberlin 
Attorney at Law and Commerce 





DIRECTORY OF ATTORNEY 


602-606 Hibbs Bldg., Washington, D.C. 


1019-1038 Rose Bldg. Cleveland, Ohio| 1193.93 Ford Bldg., Detroit, 
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The Memphis Freight Bureau. L. 
Donelson, Pres.; W. G. Thomas, View 
Pres.; James S. Davant, Commissioner, 
Memphis, Tenn. 

Traffic Bureau of Associated Industries, 
Central gta oe District. Knee- 
land Ball, Pres.; D. Eberly, Vice- 
Pres.: 3B. .T. Rath, ” Secy. and Traffic 
Director, Chicago. 

National League of Commission Merchants 
of the United States. John C. Scales, 
Pres.; Chicago, lll.; R. S. French, Busi- 
—_ Manager, 90 West Broadway, New 

ork. 


TRAFFIC CLUBS. 


Baltimore Traffic Club. H. R. Lewis, 
Pres.; C. C. Kailer, Secy. 
Birmingham Traffic and Transportation 


ye T. L. Hill, Pres.; J. W. Bryan, 
ec 

Graetiven Traffic Club. E. C. Potter, Jr., 
Pres.; J. H. Branigan, Secy. 


Buffalo Transportation Ciub. J. H. Me- 
giemry, Pres.; Henry Adema, Secy. 
Chicago Traffic Club. F. L. Bateman, 

Pres.: W. H. Wharton, Secy. 

Chicago Transportation Association. A. D. 
Davis, Pres.; W. I. Chudleigh, Secy. 
Cincinnati.—Traffic Club of the Chamber 
of Commerce. B. H. Stockman, chair- 

man; T. J. McLaughlin, Secy. 
Cleveland Traffic Club. J. W. Clark, 
Pres.; M. F. Doyle, Secy. 
Dallas Traffic Club. Mark Ford, Pres.; 
C. E. Hinds, Secy. 


Dayton, O.—Traffic Club of the Greater 
Dayton Association. J. W. Cobey, 
Pres.; E. G. Biechler, Secy. 

Denver Commercial Traffic Club. F. M. 


Andrews, -Pres.; Kk. Flickinger, Secy. 
Detroit Transportation Club. Arthur 
Maedel, Pres.; J. M. Robinson, Secy. 
Erie Traffic Club. E. F. Smith, Pres.; 

M. W. Eismann, Secy. 
Fort Worth Traffic Club. R. E. Lay, 
Freeport Traffic 


Pres.; R. R. Wilson, Secy. 

Freeport, ij1l.—Greater 

Club. W. H. Jenner, Pres.; F. F. Pep- 

perdine, Secy. 

Grand Rapids Traffic Club. L. M. Mac- 
Pherson, Pres.; R. L. Byerly, Secy. 


Houston Traffic Club. R. H. Spencer, 
Pres.: F, A. Leffingwell, Secy. 


H. R. Small 


Practices Before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission 


1605-14 Pierce Bldg., St. Louis, Mo. 


Hal H. Smith 


(Beaumont, Smith & Harris) 





Leading Commercial and Traffic Organizations 


Indianapolis Viger Club. 
liam Thorn, Pres.; 

Jacksonville Traffic Club. 
Pres. ; 

Kansas Cit 
lace A. MacGowan, Prés.; 
love, Secy. 


Coy, Pres.; Alfred A. Wild, Secy. 
Lima Transportation Club. 


Los Angeles Traffic Association. 
Thurston, Pres.; H. C. Smith, Secy. 

Louisville "Transportation Club. 
Maus, Pres.; S. J. McBride, Secy. 

sah eo Traffic Club. 
Pres. : T. Fultz, Secy. 


einenicate Traffic Club. L. H. Caswell, 


Pres.; J. E. Lindquist, Secy. 
Newark Traffic Club. 
Pres.; Roy S. Busby, Secy. 
New England Traffic Club, Boston. 
New York Traffic Club. 
Gantt, Pres.; C. A. Swope, Secy. 
Omaha Traffic Club. 
Cc. D. Baline, Secy. 
Peoria Transportation Club. 
Pres.; C. H. Gillig, Secy. 


coln, Pres.; Don C. ings Te Secy. 
Pittsburgh Traffic Club. J. 
Pres.: D. L. Wells, Secy. 
Portland Transportation Club. 
Hallock, Pres.; W. O. Roberts, Secy. 


Rockford Traffic Club. J. H. Miller, Pres.; 


L. E. Golden, Secy. 


Salt Lake City Transportation Club. A. 
R. E. Rowland, Secy. 
d. B. 
Handlon, Pres.; James G. Melvin, Secy. 
W. H. Olin, 


¥.:-6. 


R. MeNitt, Pres.; 
San Francisco Transportation Club. 


Seattle Transportation Club. 
Pres.: F. C. Nessly, Secy.-Treas. 
Spokane Transportation Club. 
Shinkle, Pres.: R. W. Franklin, Secy. 
St. Joseph Railroad Club. E. L. 
Pres.:-A. T. West, Secy. 
St. Louis Traffic Club. 
Pres.; W. S. Crilly, Secy. 


Toledo Transportation Club. Joseph Gold- 


baum, Pres.: Harry S. Fox, Secy. 
Topeka Traffic Association, 

Pres.; Samuel E. Lux, Secy.-Treas. 
Washington Traffic Club. 


Pres.: W. B. Peckham, Secy. 





PRACTICING BEFORE THE 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 





Jean Paul Muller 
ACCOUNTANT AND ATTORNEY-AT-LAW 
420-424 Woodward Bidg., Washington, D. C. 


Cases Involving Financial and Operating Analyses, 


Cost of Service Tests and Comparisons, and other 
Rate Litigation before State and Federal Commis- 
sions and Courts. 


Blackmar & Bundschu 
Attorneys and Counselors 
Suite 904 Commerce Building, Kansas City, Mo. 
Special Attention to Rate Claims and 
Practice Before Interstate Commerce Commission 


Leslie J a ty Hugh C. Smith 
former o eater” a ~~ U. 8. Atty. 
Paul E. M. Edmonson. 


“Lyons & & Smith 


Mr. Boies, & cir aie E with Interstate Commerce 
Commision, has charge of the preparation of cases 
before the Commission. 

Suite 1003-6 Republic Bidg., Kansas City, Mo 


W. 8S. Morris, Jr. 


Attorney at Law 


Practices Before Interstate Commerce| Transportation Law and Inters: ate 
Commission 


Mich. (610 Law Blig., 


Commerce Cases 
Norfolk, Va. 


Wil- 
L. E. Stone, Secy. 
R. H. May, 
F. C. Sawyer, Secy.-Treas. 

(Mo.) Railroad Club. ‘Wal- 


Claude Man- 
Kansas City Traffic Club. John W. Mc- 
Lloyd P. Sher- 
rick, Pres.; D. L. Rupert, Secy.-Treas. 
ae 
z  & 


A. Murawsky, 


Arthur Hamilton, 
Ww. 
P. Libby, Pres.; C. A. Anderson, Secy. 
Thomas A. 
E. C. Wilbur, Pres.; 
T. A. Grier, 
Philadelphia Traffic Club. George J. Lin- 
. Townsend, 


Blaine 


Speer, 
H. M. Adams, 


J. F. Haskell, 
D. M. Fisher, 
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Directory of Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders, Warehousemen, Custom House Brokers, Etc. 
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SHREVEPORT, LOUISIANA 
Caddo Transfer & Warehouse Co. Inc. 


Special attention given to merchandise stock storage 
accounts. Carloads for distribution, 
City Delivery. Reshipments and forwarding by Express 
or Parcel Post. 


TWO LARGE WAREHOUSES ON RAILROAD TRACKS. 


Jenkins Express 
COLUMBIA, S. C. 


The Geographical Center of Its State. Four Railway 
Systems, River Transportation. 


Equipped for general storage, bonded storage, distribu- 
tion, forwarding. Motor truck transfer. Private side 
track connecting all lines. 








Western Transfer and Storage Co. 


616 to 522 San Francisco St. 
EL PASO, TEXAS. 
FORWARDERS AND DISTRIBUTORS. 


DISTRIBUTION CARS A _ SPECIALTY. 
TWO WAREHOUSES ON TRACK. 


Cut Rate Package Car Service from Seaboard Territory. 





EDGAR’S SUGAR HOUSE, Inc. 


620-532 LAFAYETTHD BLVD. 
DETROIT, MICH. 

Hight fireproof warehouses on tracks of principal rail- 
roads. The only two fireproof warehouses on the river 
front. Lowest insurance rates in the city. a aute 
trucks for delivery. Write for further particulars 





Buffalo Storage & Carting Co. 


350 Seneca St., Buffalo, N: Y. 


Storage, Transfer and Forwarding 
Warehouse on New York Central Tracks 





PORTLAND, OREGON 
OREGON TRANSFER COMPANY 


474 Glisan St. Established in 1868 
GENERAL TRANSFER AND STORAGE BUSINESS 
Special attention given to merchandise stock stor- 
age accounts, carloads for distribution, less car- 
loads for city delivery, reshipment and reforward- 
ing by express or parcel post. Own and operate 

two class A warehouses on terminal tracks. 
No Switching Charges on Carload Shipments 


TOLEDO, OHIO 


STORAGE—FOR WARDERS— DISTRIBUTORS 


The best distributing point for northwestern Ohio, BY and In- 
“a. We have direct track connection with each of the 23 railroads, 
2 interurban and five passenger steamship lines entering Toledo. No 
cuudiod dite ts eee either in or out. 


The Toledo Warehouse Co. 


Correspondence Solici 1809-19 La Grange St. 
Wiasiaes datciten ond ateestate Wassheusitean’s Associations. 








less carloads for | 


Albany Terminal Warehouse Co. 


10 TIVOLI ST., ALBANY, N. Y. 

Storage, transferring and forwarding. Direct railroad 
connections, all railroads. Also buildings suitable for 
branches, to let in whole or part. Members of American 
Chain of Warehouses and American Warehousemen’s 
Association. 


LINCOLN, NEB. 


Best Distribution Point in the West 
Merchandise in car lots distributed to all points. House- 
— goods assembled and shipped in car lots at reduced 
rates. 





Cars set to our warehouses without charge. 

GENERAL DRAYAGE AND STORAGE 
Fireproof Buildings—Trackage Space, 7 cars. 

Service—the foundation of our success. 
CARTER TRANSFER & STORAGE CO., 8th and Q Sts. 








ST. JOSEPH TRANSFER CO. 
“pear Expaess 
ST. JOSEPH - ° ° MO. 


MERCHANDISD STORAGH WAREHOUSE. 
CARLOAD AND L. C. L. DISTRIBUTION. 
PROMPT SERVICE GUARANTEED. 





CHICAGO— 


Chicago Storage & Transfer Co. (Not Inc.) 


6851-61 WEST 65TH STREET 
Excellent facilities for shipping L. C. L. lots without 
cartage. Carload distribution a specialty. Daily motor 
deliveries throughout the city at very reasonable prices. 
Floors for rent. 


INSURANCE RATE SEVENTEEN CENTS. 








Byvank Transfer & Storage Co. 


823-825 Lafayette St. 
WATERLOO, IOWA. 


RESHIPPING AND DISTRIBUTING 
A SPECIALTY. 





MILWAUKEE 


The Union Transfer Co. 


107 REED STREET 
FREIGHT TEAMING—SHIPPING AND RECEIVING 
AGENTS 
CARLOAD DISTRIBUTORS 
The Best Equipped Transfer Company In the City 


The Wiley & Nicholls Co. 


UNITED STATES BONDED WAREHOUSES AND 
GENERAL STORAGE-DISTRIBUTORS 


Warehousemen and Forwarding Agents. Drayage and 
Heavy Hauling a Specialty. Fireproof Warehouse. Low- 
est Insurance Rate in City. 


GALVEST ON, TEXAS 
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ASK THE MAN WHO OWNS ONE 


™~ 





A Horse will Stand Still Just as 
Fast as a Motor Truck 


But— 


Map out your traffic so that it rolls steadily all through the working day, 
and you get the last penny of extra profit to be had from motor hauling. 


At the same time you get the difference between a truck that keeps on haul- 
ing and one that keeps on stalling. For there are trucks and trucks. 


The lame-ones will stand up at the loading platform with the same swag- 
ger as the real ones. 


But they won't stand up on the road—and that’s where the real truck turns 
miles into money. That’s where the Packard truck has squelched pretenders 
in more than two hundred lines of trade—on the road. 


Which is not surprising. 

For the Packard truck is built for the road, in the factory which has set 
the standards of motor vehicle progress for seventeen years. 

Because of Packard experience, resources and lasting responsibility, it natu- 
rally is built stronger, simpler, more carefully. 

And being a Packard, from motor to monogram, it needs less attention, 
fewer repairs, less coaxing—it will stand more shocks and hammering the 
year around. It will haul more goods, over a longer time and at a lower 
cost than any other railless carrier. 


There is a size for every service. From the swift, light one-tonner to the 
64-ton dreadnaught, all are of the same advanced silent, chainless desigr. 
Write Department V for catalog. 


PACKARD MOTOR CAR COMPANY, Detroit 





As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper In writing to advertisers. 
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HE merchant and manufacturer prosper in just 
the degree that they work in harmony. Good 
credit relations, efficient transportation—these 

are the two big factors upon which depend the suc- 
cess of their partnership. 


Cyrene. 


Wells Fargo’s careful, rapid, transportation of goods 
cuts the distance between the merchant and manu- 
facturer in half. 


Wells Fargo, in fact, is a third and welcome partner, 

rforming a service ever growing in importance. 
Redenes men are taking advantage of this partner- 
ship relation more and more every month. 


Take your shipping problems to the nearest Wells 
Fargo office. Ask for our booklet, telling why 
“It Is To Your Interest To Use the Express.’’ 


Wells Fargo & Co Express 


ia By: 








As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 
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FOURTH SECTION AMENDMENT 


The surprise at the hearing this week by the 
Commission of testimony and argument on the ap- 
plication of certain intermountain points for a re- 
adjustment of transcontinental freight rates in view 
of the disappearance of water competition by way 
of the Panama Canal, was the attitude of the rail- 
roads. It had been expected that if they did not 
join in the application for a readjustment, they 
would at least be passive, hoping to be benefited by 
an affirmative decision. But, instead of either of 
these things, they took the positive position that 
there was nothing in the record to warrant the 
Commission making any changes in its previous 
orders. 


On the face of things, it would seem that the 
railroads would be glad to have the rates read- 
justed, for readjustment would mean higher rates 
to the coast, and higher rates would mean more 
money, since the railroads are now carrying all the 
freight. Still, we can conceive of many reasons 
why the railroads might be willing to let matters 
stand as they are or why they might be actually 
opposed to any change. They have their own 
ideas, doubtless, as to when Panama Canal com- 
petition may be resumed, and it may be that they 
see it to their advantage, from more than one point 
of view, to let the rates remain as they are, rather 
than to increase them now and have to lower them 
again later. The disturbance to business resulting 
from so many changes is to be considered and 
there are mathematical calculations that might be 
made as to freight receipts depending on these 
changes in business locations. Doubtless there is 
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also some sentimental advantage to be gained by 
refraining from grabbing for more or less temporary 
benefits at the cost of much unpleasant feeling. 

But, whatever the position of the railroads and 
their reasons for it, the question before the Com- 
mission is the same. The force with which it is 
presented is doubtless affected by the attitude of 
the railroads, but the essence of the problem is 
not changed. The question is whether the interior 
points, compelled by reason of Panama Canal com- 
petition to pay higher rail rates than the coast ter- 
minals pay, are not now, the water competition 
having disappeared, being discriminated against. by 
this rate structure. They say they are. 

Even if the Commission agrees with them, it is 
for it to decide whether the water competition has 
dwindled sufficiently or has vanished for a long 
enough period to justify a readjustment of rates. 
And if it decides all these questions affirmatively, 
there is still the question of its power to act, for 
the reason that the fourth section provides that 
rail rates reduced to meet water competition shall 
not be increased inside of two years except for 
some reason other than the disappearance of the 
water competition. 

The Commission, if, as’ we say, it decides the 
other points affirmatively, may find some way 
around this legal barrier to a readjustment, but we 
confess we can see none. It is for that reason— 
irrespective of this particular case except as it is 
an excellent illustration of the difficulty to be met 
—that we have favored an amendment to the Act 
to regulate commerce, empowering the Commis- 
sion to use its own judgment in rate readjustments 
under such conditions. We say the law now is 
arbitrary and that in the present case, if it bars a 
readjustment—assuming that the other questions 
are, as we have said, answered affirmatively—it 
will work an injustice. 


A THREAT THAT MAY RECOIL 


The threat by coal operators to bring the anti- 
trust law into the lake cargo coal controversy is 
one that ought not to be carried out without some 
thought of consequences. It is well enough if it 
is merely the purpose of the lawyers to “bluff” by 
saying: “If we don’t win before the Commission 
on the merits of the case we'll see what can be 
done to you railroad fellows for agreeing on arbi- 
trary increases.” But if they do not win before the 
Commission, what then? Are those who, irrespect- 
ive of this particular coal case, represent the in- 
terests of shippers generally, ready to start the 
wheels of justice moving on this issue and permit 
the bluff to be made good? Such a course might 





have a boomerang back action. We can see many 
respects in which the railroads might be said, with 
good argument, to be acting in violation of the 
anti-trust law, but, on the other hand, we can see 
many reasons why they are forced by conditions, 
and many occasions when they have even been ad- 
vised by the Commission, so to act, as well as many 
reasons why shippers might favor such action. Is 
it wise to seek to put a stop, by court action, to 
some of the- things that, though they may be in 
technical violation of the law, are still permitted 
to pass without challenge because they help rather 
than harm? Rather, ought not the law be amended 
so that these practices that are held to be neces- 
sary may be engaged in legally? 





ADAMSON VERSUS JAMES 

We are printing elsewhere in this issue certain 
correspondence between ‘Francis B. James and 
Chairman Adamson of the House committee on 
interstate and foreign commerce, in regard to the 
recent hearing before Mr. Adamson’s committee 
in regard to the Pomerene bill-of-lading bill and 
to the report of that hearing printed in Tue 
TRAFFIC WoRLD. 
itself. Mr. Adamson objects to some things in our 
report, but instead of writing to us about them, 
he writes to Mr. James, on the theory that that 


He sends us a copy 


The correspondence. speaks for 


gentleman inspired the report. 
of his letter, and though we could wish that he 
had told us his troubles directly, nevertheless we 
print the letter, feeling that he has a right to make 
his position and his objections known, though he 
takes a roundabout way of doing it. We also 
print Mr. James’ reply, since the Adamson letter 
makes some charges against Mr. James that he is 
entitled to answer. The rest of the correspond- 
ence is printed because there seemed to be no good 
place to stop. 

Mr. Adamson, for all his passion for accuracy, 
has nevertheless overlooked some opportunities 
for indulging it. He makes a point of inaccuracy 
against our statement that for four years he had 
refused to make an appointment with Mr. James. 
Of course, we plainly meant that he had refused for 
four years to make an appointment with Mr. James 
at which a hearing could be arranged. Certainly a 
hearing never had been arranged and we do not 
believe Mr. James would care much for the op- 
portunity to call on* Mr. Adamson merely to dis- 
cuss the weather or the Georgia cotton crop. 

Mr. Adamson also says we said that he was 
alone on the committee in his opposition. We said 
nothing of the kind. We said that, judging from 
the questions asked by other members of the com- 
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mittee, he appeared to be alone in his opposition. 
Our conclusion may have been wrong, but we 
stated it merely as a conclusion and gave our rea- 
sons for it. 

He gives it as sign of further malignity that we 
said that other members of the committee sug- 
gested an afternoon session of the hearing, though 
he had said an afternoon session would be impos- 
sible. The question is not whether malignity 
was. shown, but whether such a suggestion was 
made from such a source. We notice Mr. Adam- 
son does not deny it. Further, he accuses us of 
falsifying in stating that the hearing was held in 
the afternoon. We did not say it was in the after- 
noon. We said it was in the morning, as it was. 

What Mr. Adamson has to say as to his own 
open-mindedness and the necessity for deliberate- 
ness and thoughtfulness is not convincing in view 
of the fact that for four years his committee had 
not held a hearing on this measure. Four years 
is a good deal of time for even Mr. Adamson to 
deliberate. Certainly it is enough so that he can 
by no reason be suspected of having been 
“dragooned into going wild over other people’s 
propositions.” 

We may add that Mr. James was only one of 
several gentlemen from whom the Washington cor- 
respondent of Tne TrArric WortD got his infor- 
mation in regard to the Pomerene bill hearing. 
We do not blame Mr. Adamson for being more or 
less offended by our report, which reflected to some 
Feeling as he does, it is easy for 
He may be right as 


extent on him. 
him to pick flaws in details. 
to some of them or hé may be wrong as to all of 
them, as he undoubtedly is as to some of them. 
But the essence of our report was correct—that 
Mr. Adamson had for four years prevented a hear- 
ing on this bill, but that on a recent occasion Sen- 
ator Pomerene, Mr. James and a number of other 
gentlemen assembled in force and after a call on 
President Wilson made it almost impossible for 
Mr. Adamson to refuse longer to grant a hearing. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


The Minn. Traffic Assn. has been allowed to intervene 
in case 6081, Board of Trade of City of Chicago vs. Pere 
M. et al. 

The Minn. & Ont. Power Co. has been allowed to inter- 
vene in case 8612, Lake Superior Paper Co. Ltd., vs. M., 
St. P. & S. S. M. et al. 

The Commission has allowed Abel & Roberts to amend 
their complaint in case 8703, sub. 1, vs. Mo. Pac. et al. 

Petition for rehearing filed by Ford Mfg. Co., in its 
case against the C., B. & Q. et al., docket No. 7017, denied 

Order of Commission of February 7, in case 7428, The 
Texarkana Freight Bureau vs. Ill. Cent. et al., made 
effective May 15, modified so as to become effective June 15. 
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| Current Topics 
in Washington 


Discontent with Fourth Section.— 
It is no evidence of a prophetic vision 
to say that Congress will be dealing 
with the Fourth Section again before 
many years have elapsed. Nobody 
seems satisfied with it as it now 
stands. The best evidence of the 
truth of that assertion is the trans- 
continental hearing and argument this 
week, and the back-haul case from 
California taken to the Supreme Court 
by the Commission after the special court in California 
decided as to the enforcement of the Commission’s order 
prescribing three-fourths of the local as the proper an:ount. 
to be added to the terminal rate to make the through rate 
to the intermediate point. The California judges decided 
that the Commission, in prescribing the “extent” to which 
the railroads might depart from the strict rule of the 
long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section, had de- 
prived Sacramento, Stockton, San Jose and Santa Clara 
of their right to be heard on the question as to what rate 
they should pay. They knew nothing definite about the 
proposal to advance the rates until the Commission an- 
nounced the back-haul rule. Had the carriers vropoxed 
anything of that kind, it is suggested, the four cities 
would have had something definite to shoot at and the 
carriers would have been under the burden of showing 
that such an advance would not result in rates violative 
of the rule in the first section. The practical view cf 
the situation, however, it is believed, is that which ad- 
mits that if the courts set aside the three-fourths rule, 
the carriers, yielding their judgment to that of the Com- 
mission, will file tariffs proposing rates constructed in 
accordance with that rule and that, after suspension and 
investigation, the Commission will hold the rates to have 
been justified. Technically, the California cities may be 
right, but in the end the rate which the Commission thinks 
reasonable will be the one put into effect. The best rea- 
son for making that declaration is to be found in the fact 
that when the Commerce Court set aside the lemon rate 
case because the Commission took into account the cus- 
toms tariff law and fixed the rail rate on lemons with 
regard to that, the Commission reconsidered, took out the 
reference to the customs tariff, and reiterated its con- 
demnation of the rates proposed by the carriers. 





The Transcontinental Situation—The unsatisfactory 
State of the fourth section was shown, it is believed, 
when Commissioner Hall asked Frank Lyon whether he 
Was conducting a re-direct or cross-examination, and by 
the inquiry of Spokane as to what the coast cities were 
doing in the case, anyhow. It was further shown when 
one of the intermountain attorneys remarked that the 
intermediate points appeared to be suffering on account 
of the spleen between the railroads and the ship lines. 
While Spokane and other intermountain communities filed 
the petition, the case was carried on almost entirely as 
if it were a contest between the railroads and the ship 
lines. Fred H. Wood and Frank Lyon became the promi- 
ent figures in the examination and cross-examination of 
Spokane’s witnesses. It was hard to perceive that it was 
a contest between the railroads and Spokane, because it 
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looked like a row between the railroads and the coast 
cities on one side and the ship lines on the other, with 
the interior backing up the ship lines. The interior points 
introduced the ship men to prove there is no competition 
now and none likely for at least eight months and prob- 
ably not for two years, thereby hoping to convince the 
Commission that the railroads, in making low rates to ihe 
coast, were fighting a phantom, to the damage of Spo- 
kane and in violation of the third section. 


Bill of Lading Decisions—The decisions of the U. 5S. 
Supreme Court in the Texas liquor case and the case of 
Wall against the Northern Pacific, it is believed, about 
settle the fact that the conditions in the bill of lading, 
lawfully on file with the Commission, define the rights of 
the parties to the transaction, no matter what state laws 
may say. The Wall case was lost by the shipper because 
he did not comply with the condition requiring a notice 
of the claim for loss or damage, within a given time. The 
Rosenberger, or Texas liquor case, serves to establish the 
fact that a carrier, even in handling liquor, cannot be rid 
of its duty as a common carrier until it has done what. 
it agreed to do, in accordance with the terms of the bill 
of lading. The Webb law cannot attach itself to liquor 
until it has been delivered to the consignee, and the money 
collected, if it is a C. O. D. shipment. Until the money 
is collected and the liquor is in the hands of the consignee 
the national law governs. State laws cannot have any 
effect while the terms of the interstate bill of lading re- 
main unexecuted in any particular. That is why the 
South Carolina statute could not apply to Dr. Prescott’s 
shoes burned up in the freight station. 


American Shipyards Busy.—America’s merchant marine 
will be a respectable sized thing after the war if all 
the merchant ships now under construction remain under 


American registry—which is improbable. Every yard in 
the country is building ships at top speed and high prices, 
but, according to H. E. D. Jackson of the American-Hawai- 
ian line, many of them are being built on speculation. 
That is to say, those who contracted for them hope to 
sell them before the disappearance of high rates. If ex- 
isting conditions were to continue indefinitely, it is be- 
lieved, the question as to whether the ships were of 
American, British or Norwegian registry would be of no 
importance. According to Mr. Jackson, the rates are so 
high that the question of what the La Follette law re- 
quires is of no importance whatever. It causes expense, 
but the money received for carrying American goods to 
the places where they are needed is so large that almost 
any expense can be absorbed, including a jump in the 
price of fuel oil from eighty cents to $2 and $2.50 a barrel. 
A 150 per cent increase in the price of fluid fuel is nothing 
to be mentioned in connection with rates that have gone 
up from 500 to 1,000 per cent or even more. But when 
normal conditions are restored, it is feared the American 
flag will come down and up will go the British, Swedish, 
Norwegian, or even the Chinese flag on the war-time 
products of American shipyards. 


An Expeditious Chairman.—The new chairman of the 
Commission is an economical person and is apparently 
not greatly impressed with objections raised by lawyers 
theoretically in charge of witnesses. The other day, in 
the transcontinental hearing, a scene like this was staged: 
“IT object to this witness being called upon to express 
an opinion as to whether the testimony given by his 
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superior was or was not true,” said Frank Lyon when 
Fred H. Wood asked Traffic Manager Hamilton something 
about the testimony of Mr. Luckenbach, president of the 
line of which Mr. Hamilton is traffic manager. Did Chair- 
man Meyer think long about the objection? Not a second, 
so far as anybody could determine. “Your objection has 
been heard; the witness will answer the question,” said 
he. 





Some Figures on Sugar Traffic.—According to Mr. Jack- 
son, the traffic man of the American-Hawaiian line, the 
sugar hauled by his line for the sugar planters of Hawaii 
(not for the American Sugar Refining Co., as stated in 
The Traffic World some time ago) constitutes the assur- 
ance that that line will not be put out of the coast-to- 
coast business by railroads, so long as they charge rates 
that pay more than the out-of-pocket cost. At present 
the traffic is not in itself profitable, because the American- 
Hawaiian, which now employs three ships in the trade, 
runs the sugar over to the railroads at San Francisco 
and pays them $12 a ton for carrying it across the con- 
tinent, although the ship line receives only $10 a ton for 
carrying it from the islands to the eastern seaboard. 
The company loses what it costs to bring the sugar from 
the islands to San Francisco, plus the $2 paid to the 
railroads. But by doing that the American-Hawaiian is 
able to use seven of its ships that would be needed to 
carry the sugar to the Atlantic seaboard and leaves them 
available for the high-rate business the war has creaied, 
so there is a big net gain for it. A. B. H. 








EXPRESS COMPANY OPERATIONS 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 
A summary of the results of the operations of cxpress 
companies for December shows a continuance of the 
prosperity that became evident soon afier the regeneration 
order of the Commission went into effect in February, 

1914. 


The operating revenue of the Adams Express Co. rose 
from $1,624,707 to $2,100,135. Expenses rose from $1,650,- 
293 to $1,836,779, resulting in an increase from a deficit 
of $25,585 to a positive of $263,356. The operating income 
rose from a deficit of $43,062 to a positive of $242,743. 

The operating revenue of the American Express Co. 
rose from $2,118,681 to $3,009,488, and expenses from $2,- 
124,016 to $2,462,499, resulting in an increase of the net 
operating revenue from a deficit of $5,335 to a positive 
of $546,988. The operating income advanced from a 
deficit of $40,896 to a positive of $502,025. , 

The operating revenue of the Canadian Express Co. 
rose from $132,645 to $164,654. Expenses advanced from 
$137,385 to $143,184, causing the net operating revenue to 
rise from a deficit of $4,740 to $21,470. The operating 
income rose from $8,740 to $17,253. 

The operating revenue of the Great Northern increased 
from $110,155 to $130,768. Expenses rose from $84,456 to 
$91,818. The net operating revenue rose from $25,698 to 
$38,954, and the operating income from $21,830 to $35,094. 

The operating revenue of the Northern rose from $105,- 
458 to $124,911. The operating expenses declined from 
$90,742 to $88,715 and the net revenue rose from $14,716 
to $36,242. The operating income rose from $9,704 to 
$31,271. 

The operating revenue of the Southern advanced from 
$789,481 to $969,752 and expenses from $594,176 to $664,323. 
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The net rose from $195,302 to $305,429, and the operating 
income from $180,659 to $290,112. 

Wells Fargo & Co. had an increase in operating reve- 
nue from $1,839,904 to $2,321,124, while operating expenses 
rose from $1,588,482 to $1,802,436. The net jumped from 
$251,422 to $518,686. The operating income climbed from 
$213,450 to $482,936. 

The Western’s operating revenue rose from $32,286 to 
$78,958. The expenses climbed from $55,278 to $59,470, and 
the net from a deficit of $2,992 to a positive of $19,488. 
The operating income rose from a deficit of $3,522 to a 
positive of $18,232. 

A capitulation of the results of the month’s operations 
for all the important companies shows an increase in 
the charges for transportation from $13,339,831 to $16,- 
854,700. In December, 1914, the companies paid for the 
express privilege, $6,840,025. In December 1915, they paid 
for that privilege, $8,515,339. In December, 1914, their 
revenue from sources other than transportation amounted 
to $302,992, and in December, 1915, to $560,434. Operating 
revenues in December, 1914, were $6,802,798. In Decem- 
ber, 1915, they were $8,899,795. Expenses increased from 
$6,353,248 to $7,149,766. The net rose from $449,550 to 
$1,750,029, and the operating income from $329,439 to 
$1,618,408. 

For the six months ending with December, the oper- 
ating income of the Adams rose from a deficit of $638,409 
to a positive of $1,315,107. The American’s income rose 
from a deficit of $65,045 to a positive of $1,904,606. The 
Canadian’s went up from $34,901 to $158,848. The Globe 
company, which discontinued operations on April 30, 1915, 
had a loss in its operating income from $18,611 to a deficit 
of $9,124. The Great Northern’s operating income rose 
from $144,603 to $194,994. The Northern hose from $135,89% 
to $213,935, and* the Southern from $285,336 to $685,976. 

Wells Fargo & Co. advanced from $513,759 to $1,618,381. 
The Western Express Co.’s ran up from a deficit of $27,- 
261 to a positive of $84,327. 

The operating income of the combined companies rose 
from $402,389 to $6,167,055. The charges for transporta- 
tion collected from the public advanced from $74,253,612 
to $85,874,694. The cost of the express privileges ad- 
vanced from $38,004,918 to $43,598,439. The revenues from 
operations other than transportation increased from $1,- 
974,621 to $2,704,623. ° 

The operating revenue advanced from $38,223,315 to 
$44,980,878, and the expenses from $37,095,418 to $38,052,- 
399, causing the net to rise from $1,127,897 to $6,928,479. 


COMMISSION ORDERS. 

The St. Paul Association of Commerce has been allowed 
to intervene in case 8628, Commercial Club of the City of 
Duluth et al. vs. Pennsylvania Co. et al. 

Pennsylvania Railroad has been allowed to intervene in 
case 8694, Ford Colliers Co. et al. vs. Bessemer & Lake 
Erie et al., and in I. & S. case 800; Coal from Pennsylvania 
Mines. 

The Commission has granted permission to the Lamb- 
Fish Lumber Co. to amend its complaint against the Akron 
C. & Y. Ry., Docket No. 8673. 

Corporation Commission of the State of North Carolina 
has been allowed to intervene in Case 7573, F. S. Royster 
Guano Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co. et al. 

Coal Operators’ Committee of West Virginia has been 
allowed to intervene in Case 8725, Lake Cargo Coal Rates, 
and in Case 8598, Pittsburgh Coal Operators’ Association 
vs. P. R. R. et al. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 


COMPLAINT DISMISSED 


Complaint No. 7655, of The Bradley Timber & Railway 
Supply Co. vs. Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie 
Ry. et al, opinion No. 3541, 38 I. C. C., 598-9, has been 
dismissed, the Commission having come to the conclusion 
that charges on a carload of lumber from Weirgor, Wis., 
to Chicago were assessed with tariff authority. The ques- 
tion was as to rebilling. The Commission examined the 
tariffs and came to the conclusion that rebilling was per- 
missible Only at Milwaukee, and therefore that the com- 
bination of in and out rates would have to apply when 
rebilled at any other point. 





RATES ON FERTILIZER 


CASE NO. 6340 (38 I. C. C., 602-611) 
MOUNT PLEASANT FERTILIZER CO. VS. NEW OR- 
LEANS & NORTHEASTERN RAILROAD CO. ET AL. 
PORTIONS OF FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
NOS. 799, 2138, 602, 1548, 461, 458 AND 1952. 
Submitted December 8, 1914. Opinion No. 3543. 

1. Fertilizer Rates Ordered Down August 1.—Carload rates on 

fertilizer from Mount Pleasant, Tenn., to various destina- 


tions in Kentucky, Alabama and Mississippi considered and 
the rates to certain destinations found to have been un- 





reasonable. Reparation awarded. 
2. Fourth section relief denied. 
G. M. Stephen and S. J. Bolton for complainant; M. P. Cal- 
laway for New Orleans & Northeastern R. R. Co.; Alabama 


Great Southern R. R. Co., Southern Ry. Co., Alabama & Vicks- 
burg Ry. Co., and Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Ry.; E. 
D. Mohr for Louisville & Nashville Bm B. Co. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Complainant is a-corporation engaged in manufacturing 
fertilizer at Mount Pleasant, Tenn. By complaint, filed 
Nov. 14, 1918, it alleges that the rates charged by defend- 
ants for the transportation of fertilizer in carloads from 
Mount Pleasant to points in Kentucky, Alabama and Mis- 
sippi were unreasonable and unjustly discriminatory. 
Reparation is asked. 

No commodity rates applied on fertilizer to a number of 
points to which complainant shipped; only combination 
rates or class rates, which exceeded the commodity rates 
applicable on like traffic to neighboring points. In some 
instances the rates applicable exceeded the rates in effect 
from Mount Pleasant to stations on each side of the point 
of destination. Rates have since been established on a 
parity with the rates to neighboring points. 


The rates assailed to certain of the points involved, to- ; 


‘ether with the present rates, are as follows: 


RATES ON FERTILIZER PER TON OF 2,000 POUNDS FROM 
MOUNT PLEASANT. 
Former Present 





To— rate. rate. 
AMEOM, Ky. .....ceeesececerceces ene cececsecees ghee 00 $1.80 
‘cottsville, te on ces agken a wegclomnne we etie hada moa’ 2.40 1.80 
Hartford, Ky. FEE a, A eS ee ey eae rey Sa ee 3.00 2.00 

CR I oi ssa co. suoidsietp 4 eines hed oe opel s an, a 1.76 
CME, SR ea chars co co wig hb oe one's Hike OV See maweeewe A 2.21 
Walton, Ala. .8E 2.21 
Oldham, Miss. ‘ 2.07 
Wenasoga, ML a2 ligne pans eWine aa eiras eave ewuké 3.00 2.01 
EGG SSBE. Spb ckacwa ¥s.ce ce censannepacesagetes 3.00 2.20 





The Louisville & Nashville Railroad expresses willing- 
ness to make reparation on shipments which moved to the 
points named in this table, but the other defendants deny 
that the former rates were intrinsically unreasonable, and 
complainant’s only evidence against them is their subse- 
quent reduction. No reparation can be awarded on such 
shipments. Defendants’ fourth section applications in 
which they ask authority to continue higher rates on 
fertilizer from Mount Pleasant to Oldham, Wenasoga and 
Nabors, Miss., and Cedar Grove, Ala., than to more dis- 
tant points to which the points named are intermediate 
were heard with the complaint and will be denied. 

The remaining destination points involved are Tupelo, 
Corinth, Purvis, Richburg, Petal, Pelahatchie, Forest and 
Morton, Miss., and Anderson, Boaz and Stevenson, Ala. 
The rates assailed to these points also involved departures 
from the long-and-short-haul rule of the fourth section. 
Applications covering the situation were heard with the 
complaint, together with applications for authority to con- 
tinue through rates on fertilizers from Mount Pleasant to 
Anderson higher than the aggregates of the intermediate 
rates to and from Gadsden, Ala. The rates to the points 
named will be considered separately. 

Tupelo is located on the Mobile & Ohio and the St. Louis 
& San Francisco railroads. The shipments involved were 
moved by the Louisville & Nashville Railroad to Birming- 
ham, Ala., and by the St. Louis & San Francisco to desti- 
nation, a total of 320 miles. A rate of $2.60 per ton of 
2,000 pounds was charged. 

Tupelo, Miss. 

The shortest route is Louisville & Nashville to Sheffield, 
Ala.; Southern Railway to Corinth: Mobile & Ohio to 
destination; 176 miles. A rate of $2.16 applied from 
Mount Pleasant to Verona, Miss., on the Mobile & Ohio, 
4 miles south of Tupelo, a rate of $2.43 to Sherman, Miss., 
on the St. Louis & San Francisco, 11 miles west of Tupelo, 
Tupelo being intermediate to both points. Complainant 
contends that the rate to Tupelo should be 1 cent less 
than to Verona, or $2.15 per ton, citing the $2.45 rate pre- 
scribed in Montgomery Freight Bureau vs. M. & O. R. R., 
14 I. C. C., 374 (The Traffic World, July 25, 1908, p. 70), 
on fertilizer from Montgomery, Ala., to Mhoons Valley, 
191 miles, and a $2.60 rate published by the New Orleans 
& Northeastern Railroad from New Orleans to stations on 
the Mobile & Ohio Railroad from Verona, Miss., 341 miles, 
to Kenton, Tenn., 498 miles. Other comparisons offered 
are as follows, rates stated per ton of 2,000 pounds: 


RATES ON FERTILIZER TO TUPELO, MISS. 
M 


m— iles ’ Rate 
i I 6S, hk oe Sicnleeuicwapeemeend *320 $2.60 
I. oss 0.5 oc. d'5u0 0's eiwioiws 4.0.50 0.4010 wicks +176 2.60 
EE EEE cn oGlt ate p08h:s.5/o 6 ns04. + sann sanesneen é 105 1.40 
Fs Be Sa eer er 314 2.80 
MR ero Sa a p's Pais ealipwiew nese sd newer 241 1.80 
ia cranstala oid bie wind bid Bhb-o Raa mae oes ae 108 1.40 
nn on alas eines obs 400060 6,00b 580 ae 346 2.50 


*Route of movement. 
tShort route. 


Defendants state that the rates on all classes and com- 
modities to interior Mississippi junctions reflect water 
competition on the Mississippi River between St. Louis, 
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Mo., and New Orleans, La., and that rates to the river 
points and interior junction points are more or less related. 
The rates on fertilizer from Mount Pleasant to Tupelo 
and other junction points in the Mississippi Valley are 
made the same as the rates from Nashville, Tenn., while 
the rates from Nashville are definitely related to the rates 
from St. Louis and Cairo, Ill. The rates from Mount 
Pleasant to points on the Mobile & Ohio Railroad south 
of Tupelo, and to points on the St. Louis & San Francisco 
west of Tupelo lower than the rates to Tupelo, are attrib- 
uted to an error by rate clerks in not following the course 
adopted many years ago of making the rates to local 
points on an arbitrary basis, ‘but not to exceed the rates 
to common points beyond. Defendants propose to read- 
just the rates to points on the Mobile & Ohio and the St. 
Louis & San Francisco so that the rate to points south 
and west of Tupelo will not exceed the Tupelo rate. De- 
fendants also compare the Tupelo rate from Mount Pleas- 
ant with the rates from and to numerous other points in 
southern territory. 

The reasonableness of carload rates on fertilizer in 
different parts of the South has been considered in a 
number of cases. Virginia-Carolina Chemical Co. vs. St. 
L., I. M. & S. Ry. Co., 18 I. C. C., 1 (The Traffic World, 
March 12, 1910, p. 307); Same vs. €., R. I. & P. Ry. Co., 
Id., 3; Same vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co., Id., 5; Same vs. 
St. L. S. W. Ry. Co., 16 I. C. C., 49 (The Traffic World, 
April 24, 1909, p. 564); Montgomery Freight Bureau vs. 
W. Ry. of Ala., 14 I. C. C., 150 (The Traffic World, July 11, 
1908, p. 71); Same vs. M. & O. R. R. Co., 14 I. C. C., 374 
(supra); Royster Guano Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co., 31 I. 
C. C., 458 (The Traffic World, Aug. 22, 1914, p. 408), and 
Royster Guano Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co., 38 I. C. C., 190 
(The Traffic World, March 18, 1916, p. 579). The rate as 
applied over the route of movement compares favorably 
with the rates prescribed in these cases as reasonable for 
similar distances. We find that the rate is not shown to 
be unreasonable over the route of movement, but express 
no opinion concerning its propriety over the short route, 
as the Mobile & Ohio is not made a party defendant. The 
fourth section relief asked will be denied. 


Corinth, Miss. 


Corinth is 126 miles from Mount Pleasant over the Louisi- 
ana & Nashville Railroad and the Southern Railway by 
way of Sheffield, Ala., and 184 miles over the same roads 
by way of Decatur, Ala. The shipments involved moved 
over both routes at a rate of $2.40 per net ton. A rate of 
$2 is asked. 

A rate of $2.01 applied from Mount Pleasant to Chewalla, 
Tenn., a local point on the Southern Railway west of 
Corinth; a rate of $2.20 to Ramer, Tenn., and Rienzi, 
Miss., local stations on the Mobile & Ohio Railroad north 
and south of Corinth, respectively. A rate of $2.10 was 
prescribed in Montgomery Freight Bureau vs. W. Ry. of 
Ala., supra, from Montgomery, Ala., to Meehan Junction, 
167 miles, and to Savoy, Miss., 163 miles. Rates from 
other points of origin to Corinth are cited also: $1.40 
from Memphis, 93 miles; $2 from Mobile, Ala., 329 miles; 
$2 from Chattanooga, 217 miles. 

Defendants compare the rate charged with numerous 
rates from and to other points in the South, which in 
general are higher. The present rates from Mount Pleas- 
ant to points on the Southern Railway between Sheffield 
and Memphis and on the Mobile & Ohio Railroad between 
Humboldt, Tenn.; and Meridian, Miss., are said to be low 
and in many instances to-violate the fourth section. A 
realignment is proposed on a graduated ‘mileage basis 
which would involve increased rates to most of the points. 
No change is proposed in the present rate to Corinth. 

The present rates to points on the Southern Railway 
and the Mobile & Ohio Railroad evidently require read- 
justment, but the rates proposed to effect it are not in- 
volved except to the points covered by the complaint, and 
we express no opinion regarding them generally. 

A rate of $2 was prescribed in Virginia-Carolina Chemi- 
cal Co. vs. St. L., I. M. & S. Ry. Co., supra, on fertilizer 
from Memphis to points in Arkansas substantially as far 
from Memphis as Corinth is from Mount Pleasant by the 
short line; a rate of $2.25 for a similar distance from Nor- 
folk to points in North Carolina in Royster Guano Co. vs. 
A. C. L. R. R. Co. The rates prescribed in each of these 
cases apply over single lines, while the haul from Mount 
Pleasant to Corinth is over two lines. But the rates pre- 
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scribed in the later case of Royster Guano Co. vs. A. G@. 
L. R. R. Co., 38 I. C. C., 190, apply with a minimum of 
24,000 pounds, while the minimum on traffic from Mount 
Pleasant to Corinth is 50,000 pounds. ' 

We find that the rate charged from Mount Pleasant to 
Corinth was and is unreasonable over the route through 
Sheffield to the extent that it exceeded and exceeds $2.25, 
but not that it was or is unreasonable over the route 
through Decatur. 

No justification was offered by defendants for a higher 
rate from Mount Pleasant to Corinth than to points on 
the Southern Railway west of Corinth and to points on 
the Mobile & Ohio Railroad north and south of Corinth, to 
which Corinth is intermediate, and defendants’ applica- 
tion for leave to continue such an adjustment will be 
denied. 


Purvis, Richburg and Petal, Miss. 


These points are located on the New Orleans & North- 
eastern Railroad. The short-line route to each of them is: 
Louisville & Nashville Railroad to Birmingham, Ala.; Ala- 
bama Great Southern Railroad to Meridian; New Orleans 
& Northeastern Railroad to destination. Purvis is 428 
miles from Mount Pleasant by this route; Richburg, 418 
miles; Petal, 411 miles. Complainant’s shipments moved: 
Louisville & Nashville to New Orleans; New Orleans & 
Northeastern Railroad to destination; by which route the 
distances are: 690 miles to Purvis, 700 miles to Richburg, 
707 miles to Petal. A rate of $3.75 was charged. A rate 
of $2.20 applied from Mount Pleasant to Meridian, and 
complainant contends that the rates to the points in ques- 
tion should not exceed the rate to Meridian by more 
than $1. : 

A rate of $3.05 and another of $3.55 applied from Mount 
Pleasant to points south of Purvis to which Purvis is inter- 
mediate, and the rate to Petal by way of New Orleans ex- 
ceeded and exceeds rates ranging from $2.90 to $3.60 from 
Mount Pleasant to points north of Petal to which Petal is 
intermediate. By way of Meridian or New Orleans the 
rates to all three points exceeded and exceed the $3.20 
rate applicable from Mount Pleasant to Ellisville and Lum- 
berton, Miss., between which latter two points Purvis, 
Richburg and Petal are located. A rate of $3.20 also 
applies from Mount Pleasant to Hattiesburg, Miss., and 
the rates on fertilizer from St. Louis, Ohio River cross- 
ings, Memphis and Nashville, Tenn., are the same to pur- 
vis, Richburg and Petal and to Hattiesburg. The rates 
involved are made by combination on Slidell, La., which 
point takes the New Orleans basis of rates. 

Defendants state that the $3.20 rate to Ellisville, Lum- 
berton, and other junction points in Mississippi, such as 
Enterprise, Laurel and Hattiesburg, is made $1 over Me- 
ridian, and contend that there is no violation of the rules 
of the fourth section in the maintenance of higher rates 
from Mount Pleasant to Purvis, Richburg and Petal than 
from Mount Pleasant to the junction points named, for 
the reason that traffic to Purvis, Richburg and Petal moves 
through New Orleans, while traffic to the junction points 
moves through the other junctions. It is admitted, how- 
ever, that the rates under consideration depart from the 
rules of the fourth section with respect to other stations 
on the New Orleans & Northeastern Railroad. No justifica- 
tion is offered for the departures, and it is stated that 
they are to be rectified. 

We find that the rate from Mount Pleasant to Purvis, 
Richburg and Petal was and is unreasonable by the short 
routes to the extent that it exceeded and exceeds $3.20, 
but not by the routes of movement. Higher rates over 
the short-line route to these points than to Ellisville, Hat- 
tiesburg and Lumberton are unjustifiable, and the author- 
ity asked to continue rates on fertilizer from Mount 
Pleasant to Purvis, Richburg and Petal in excéss of the 
rates to more distant points to which they are interme- 
diate will be denied. 


Pelahatchie, Forest and Morton, Miss. 


These points are from 49 miles to 69 miles west of 
Meridian and intermediate to Jackson, Miss. A rate of 
$3.20 was charged to all three points. A. rate of $2.20 
applied to Jackson. The rate to Jackson is asked, plus 
the 80-cent intrastate rate from Jackson to Meridian. The 
rate charged is.a blanket rate applicable to all stations 
on the Alabama & Vicksburg Railway between Meridian 











a~ 


‘a- 
us 
28 
18 


1e 


te 
1d 


re 


at 


m 
is 
1e 
20) 





April 29, 1916 


ind Jackson. A $3.03 rate applies from Mount Pleasant 
to points between Jackson and Vicksburg. 

Defendants state that the lower rates to points west of 
Jackson than to points east thereof are due to competi- 
tion on the Mississippi River; that the general basis of 
rates on this traffic to points west of Jackson is 3 cents 
per 100 pounds, or 60 cents per ton, over the rate from 
Mount Pleasant to Jackson, which is the same as the 
rates from Nashville, and 5 cents per 100 pounds, or $1 
per ton, over the rate to Jackson and to points east of 
Jackson. On this basis the rates to stations between 
Meridian and Jackson would be $3.20, and $2.80 to points 
between Jackson and Vicksburg, Miss.; but the proportion 
which the Louisville & Nashville would receive out of the 
$2.80 rate would be unremunerative, and this general 
basis of making rates to points between Jackson and 
Vicksburg has been disregarded for that reason and a 
rate of $3.03 established. Defendants offered no justifica- 
tion of the departures described from the rules of the 
fourth section, and stated that they purposed correcting 
them. 

In Montgomery Freight Bureau vs. M. & O. R. R. Co., 
supra, we established a rate of $2.90 from Montgomery to 
stations in Mississippi on defendants’ line from Fort Lor- 
ing to Bogue, inclusive, for distances ranging from 284 
miles to 321 miles from Montgomery. The distances from 
Mount Pleasant to the destinations under consideration 
are greater than the distances from Montgomery to Fort 
Loring and Bogue and not much less than the distances 
from Mount Pleasant to Purvis and Petal. 

We find that the rates from Mount Pleasant to Pela- 
hatchie, Forest and Morton are not shown to be unreason- 
able, but that the fourth section relief asked should be 
denied. 

Anderson, Ala. 


Anderson is a local point on the Southern Railway, 
four miles farther from Mount Pleasant than Gadsden, 
Ala. A rate of $2.40 was charged to Anderson. A rate of 
$1.65 applied to Gadsden when complaint was filed. Com- 
plainant states that the intrastate rate from Gadsden to 
Anderson is 50 cents and contends that the rate from 
Mount Pleasant to Anderson should not have exceeded 
the sum of these two rates, $2.15. The rate from Mount 
Pleasant to Gadsden has been increased since the hear- 
ing to $2.05, so that the rate to Anderson should now be 
$2.55, according to complainant’s theory. 

The intrastate rate from Gadsden to Anderson was not 
and is not now applicable to fertilizer of the kind shipped 
by complainant. The rate from Mount Pleasant to Ander- 
son, 181 miles by the short line and 241 miles by the 
Louisville & Nashville and the Southern, compares favor- 
ably with rates fixed by us for similar distances in the 
cases previously cited. 


We find that the rate involved is not shown to be unrea- 
sonable and does not depart from the aggregate of inter- 
mediates rule of the fourth section. 


Boaz, Ala. 


The shipments to Boaz moved over the Louisville & 
Nashville through Boyles, Ala., to Attalla, and thence over 
the Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis to destination, 248 
miles. A rate of $2.85 was charged. Complainant gives 
the short route as: Louisville & Nashville to Columbia, 
Tenn.; Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis to destination, 
157 miles, and states that by this route Boaz is interme- 
diate to Attalla. <A rate of $1.65 applied from Mount 
Pleasant to Attalla, which complainant contends should 
not have been exceeded to Boaz. The Attalla rate has 


since been increased to $2.05. As stated, a rate of $1.65- 


applied on fertilizer from Mount Pleasant to Gadsden, and 
identical rates applied to fertilizer material from Nash- 
ville and Memphis to Boaz and Gadsden. The $1.65 rate 
has been increased since the complaint was filed to $2.05 
to both Gadsden and Attalla. 


Defendants assert that rates on fertilizer from Mount 
Pleasant to points on the Nashville, Chattanooga & St. 
Louis were made a differential of 50 cents over the rate 
from Nashville, but not in excess of the lowest combina- 
tion; that the rate on fertilizer from Nashville to Boaz is 
$2.50: and that the rate to Boaz ordinarily would have 
been $3, but that the rates. to and from Attalla made a 
flower combination rate of $2.85. They also state that the 
rate from Mount Pleasant to Attalla was lower than it 
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should be; that the rate from Louisville to Birmingham 
was $3.05; that the rate from Nashville to Anniston, At- 
talla and Birmingham, Ala., should be $2.05; and that the 
combination rate from Mount Pleasant to Boaz, based on 
a rate of $2.05 to Attalla and a rate of $1.20 beyond, would 
exceed the $3 rate made by adding an arbitrary of 50 
cents to the rate from Nashville. The rate from Mount 
Pleasant to Attalla has been made $2.05. The long route 
on traffic to Boaz is said to give the Louisville & Nash- — 
ville, the initial carrier, the long haul, and to be both 
more expeditious. and more economical than the _ short- 
line route, which involves four branch lines to the Nash- 
ville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railroad and a ferry trans- 
fer from Hobb’s Island, Ala., to Gunter’s Landing, Ala. 

We find that the rate involved is not shown to be unrea- 
sonable. The lower rate to Attalla is applicable only over 
the Louisville & Nashville, and the fourth section is not 
violated by the higher rate to Boaz. 


Stevenson, Ala. 


The rate charged to Stevenson was $2.50. Traffic from 
Mount Pleasant to Stevenson moves: Louisville & Nash- 


- ville to Nashville; Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis to 


destination. The rate charge’ was 50 cents over the rate 
from Nashville to Stevenson. A rate of $2.10 applied and 
applies from Mount Pleasant to Chattanooga, to which 
point Stevenson is intermediate. 

Stevenson is 169 miles from Mount Pleasant by way of 
Nashville; 129 miles by way of Columbia, Tenn., and the 
Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway. A rate of 
$1.76 applied from Mount Pleasant to Fackler, Ala., on 
the Southern Railway, six miles west of Stevenson, while 
the Southern Railway’s distance scale rate for 130 miles 
on its Memphis division was $1.80. 

Defendants state that the lower rate to Chattanooga 
than to intermediate points is due to the rates maintained 
to Chattanooga by other lines from points in Alabama and 
Georgia nearer than Mount Pleasant to Chattanooga, put 
add that they are willing to rectify all departures from the 
long-and-short haul rule of thé fourth section by increas- 
ing the rate to Chattanooga to $2.50. 

A rate of $2.45 was prescribed in Royster Guano Co. vs. 
A. C. L. R. R. Co., supra, for distances ranging from 160 
miles to 170 miles. As the traffic from Mount Pleasant 
to Stevenson moves over two lines and through moun- 
tainous country, the rate involved is not unreasonable by 
the route of movement. But the fourth section applica- 
tion involved will be denied. 

The present rates from Mount Pleasant to Anton, Hart- 
ford and Scottsville, Ky., Oldham, Wenasoga and Nabors, 
Miss., and Cedar Grove, Oden and Walton, Ala., were 
established during or before January, 1914, and no order 
relative to future rates to these points is necessary. To 
the other points of destination to which the present rates 
have been found unreasonable the rates found reasonable 
will be prescribed for the future. 

This case was originally assigned for hearing at Nash- 
ville, Tenn., Jan. 24, 1914. Defendants sought a continu- 
ance of this hearing for the reason that they were not 
prepared at that time to substantiate the various fourth 
section applications which had been assigned for hearing 
in connection with this complaint. Upon assurance from 
the defendants that they would admit the allegation of 
damage in the event the rates in issue were found unrea- 
sonable by the Commission, thus dispensing with the neces- 
sity of bringing complainant’s witnesses to a second hear- 
ing, the complainant agreed to the continuance. The so- 
ealled second hearing took place at Memphis, Tenn., Sept. 
24, 1914, at which hearing, in pursuance of the agreement 
above referred to, no witness for complainant’ appeared 
for the purpose of proving that complainant had paid and 
borne the freight charges on the shipments involved. We 
therefore further find that complainant made shipments 
of fertilizer from Mount Pleasant to Corinth by way of 
Sheffield at the rate herein found unreasonable, and that, 
subject to proof of damage in the manner hereinafter out- 
lined, complainant is entitled to an award of reparation 
upon such shipments, the measure of the reparation to be 
the difference between the charges assessed and those 
which would have accrued at the rate herein found rea- 
sonable. 

Complainant should prepare a statement showing, as to 
such shipment upon which reparation is claimed, the date 
of movement; points of origin and of destination, route, 
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car number and initials, rate applied, charges collected 
and the amount of reparation due under our findings here- 
in, together with proof by affidavit that it paid and ulti- 
mately bore all freight charges on such shipments, which 
statement and proof of damage should be sumbitted to 
defendants for verification and proper certification. Upon 
receipt of these documents in proper form the matter will 
be given further consideration with a view to the authori- 
zation of an award of reparation. 

Appropriate orders. will be entered (including Fourth 
Section Order No. 5696). 


RATES ON CRUSHED STONE 


The Commission has dismissed the complaint in Docket 
No. 7062, Catoosa Limestone Products Co. vs. Western & 
Atlantic et al., Opinion No. 3545, 38 I. C. C., 614-16. It 
held that rates on crushed stone from Graysville, Ga., to 
Chattanooga, Tenn., and to Jacksonville and other Florida 
points had not been shown to be either unreasonable or 
unjustly discriminatory. 


ALLOWANCES FOR INSIDE DOORS 


CASE NO. 7891 (38 L C. C., 618-620) 
CONTINENTAL CAN CO. ET AL. VS. BALTIMORE & 
OHIO RAILROAD CO. ET AL. 


Submitted Nov. 6, 1915. Opinion No. 3547. 

Tin cans are loaded in bulk in box cars, and for some years 
prior to February-March, 1915, money allowances were made 
by defendants when inside doors were furnished for the 
protection of bulk shipments in box cars. Since that time 
no such allowances have been made except on shipments of 
grain and flaxseed. Upon complaint that the withdrawal of 
these allowances was in violation of sections 1, 2 and 3 of 
the act. Held, That the carriers have justified the with- 
drawal. 





Charles Conradis and A. B. Hayes for complainants; G. S. 
Patterson, W. I. Cross, W. A. Parker, W. S. Burton and H. A. 
Haines for defendants, 


BY THE COMMISSION: 

Complainants are corporations and firms engaged in the 
manufacture of tin cans, with their places of business at 
Baltimore, Md. By complaint, filed April 6, 1915, they 
allege that by reason of the cancellation of weight allow- 
ances for dunnage and of money allowances for inside 
car doors used in shipping cans in bulk, in carloads, de- 
fendants have imposed rates of freight for the transporta- 
tion of cans that are unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory, 
and that subject complainants to undue disadvantage. 
Reparation is asked. The contention that the dunnage 
weight allowance should be continued has been abandoned, 
and the only issue presented is whether defendants should 
make a money allowance not exceeding $2 per car for 
ear doors furnished in loading tin cans in bulk. 

In December, 1914, defendants canceled the provision 
in their tariffs which allowed the actual weight of dun- 
nage, not exceeding 500 pounds, to be deducted from the 
weight of a shipment in box cars. In February and March, 
1915, they canceled provisions for money allowances not 
exceeding $2 per car for inside car doors supplied by the 
shipper in loading bulk freight other than grain and flax- 
seed. -Both allowances had been made for many years. 
The cancellation of the weight allowances resulted in 
additional charges at tariff rates on the actual weight up 
to 500 pounds of the dunnage used. The withdrawal of 
the allowance for inside doors also resulted in higher 
freight charges than were assessable before on identical 
shipments. 

Baltimore is the center of the tin-can industry and ships 
about 8,000 cars of empty tin cans per year. From 60 to 
65 per cent of these shipments consist of cans in bulk, the 
balance of cans in boxes. Shipments of cans in boxes 
are not in issue. Tin cans are shipped in bulk rather 
than in crates or boxes for convenience of handling at 
the packing plants, many packing plants being provided 
with conveyors for unloading bulk shipments of cans from 
the cars directly into the warehouse. 


When tin cans are loaded in bulk the car is first thor- 
oughly cleaned; then lined with paper to prevent con- 
tamination of the cans by dust and dirt. The cans are 
piled in tiered rows in each end of the car with their 
axes parallel to the sides of the car. The tiers are car- 
ried nearly to the top of the car; the rows to the jambs 





Vol. XVII, No. 18 


of the car doors, where bulkheads are constructed from 
one side of the car to the other to keep the cans in place. 
The bulkheads divide the car into three sections, one at 
either end of the car and one in the center of the car 
between the car doors. In order to load the space be- 
tween the doors it is necessary to construct inside doors 
to keep the cans from contact with the car doors. This 
method of loading tin cans in bulk has been followed for 
many years, and, presumably, will be continued whether 
or not allowances for dunnage and inside doors are made. 

Witnesses for complainants testified that cans loaded 
in bulk between car doors without the protection of inside 
doors are always found jammed against the permanent 
doors of the car and generally are crushed when the per- 
manent doors are opened. Complainants state further that 
it is impossible to load cans in bulk to the minima re- 
quired under the tariffs unless inside doors are used, and 
that if inside doors are not used and the attempt is made 
to load cans to the full visible capacity of the car damage 
will result; also that the recent increases in rates on 
tin cans render the further increase which results from 
the cancellation of the allowances unjust. But the com- 
plaint does not put in issue the reasonableness of the rates 
on tin cans, or of the minimum carload weights required 
by defendants, and these questions therefore cannot be 
considered. i 
' Defendants rely upon what they conceive to be our find- 
ings in former cases, particularly the Five Per Cent case, 
31 I. C. C., 350, 408 (The Traffic World, Aug. 3, 1914); 
Dunnage Allowances, 30 I. C. C., 538, 543 (The Traffic 
World, July 11, 1914, p. 48), and New York Shippers’ 
Protective Assn. vs. N. Y. C. & H. R. R. R. Co., 30 I. C. C., 
437 (The Traffic World, June 6, 1914, p. 1162), which they 
interpret as authorizing the conservation of their revenues 
by the withdrawal of dunnage allowances in all cases 
where dunnage is used instead of packing, or for the pro- 
tection of the shipment. They insist that the withdrawal 
of allowances for the cost of inside doors furnished by 
shippers of bulk freight, other than grain or flaxseed, in 
box cars, is justified on similar grounds. 

Allowances paid for inside doors furnished by shippers 
of grain and flaxseed in bulk are not involved except to 
the extent that such payments may involve violations of 
sections 2 and 3 of the act, but such shipments differ so 
widely from shipments of tin cans that they may be dis- 
regarded. So far as the record discloses, no allowance 
was ever made by the defendants for the cost of lining 
and bulkheading cars used -for the transportation of tin 
cans in bulk, and none is sought. Following the cases 
cited above we find that defendants were justified in 
withdrawing the allowance for inside doors, and the com- 
plaint will be dismissed. 

CLEMENTS, Commissioner, dissents. 


SHIPMENT NOT MISROUTED 


The Commission has dismissed Docket No. 8005, Mc- 
Caull-Dinsmore Co. vs. Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & 
Omaha et al., Opinion No. 3550, 38 I. C. C., 624. It held 
that a shipment of shelled corn from Ritter, Ia., to 
Kansas City had not been misrouted, and the rate charged 
was not unreasonable. 


ACCEPTANCE OF IRON PIPE 


CASE NO. 7451 (38 I. C. C., 627-628) 
KNAPP SUPPLY CO. VS. OHIO ELECTRIC RAILWAY 
Co. 

Submitted March 10, 1915. Opinion No. 3552. 


Provision in defendant’s tariffs for the nonacceptance for trans- 
portation of less than 10,000 pounds of iron pipe exceeding 
ten feet in length found unreasonable. 





G. W. Blain for complainant; P. C.. Martin for defendant. 


BY THE COMMISSION: 

Complainant is a corporation engaged in the plumbing 
and heating material and supplies business at Union City, 
Ind. By complaint, filed Oct. 30, 1914, as amended, it 
attacks as unreasonable the provision in defendant’s tar- 
iffs against the acceptance for transportation of iron pipe 
more than 10 feet long in quantities less than 10,000 
—— The establishment of a reasonable provision is 
asked. ‘ 
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For a number of years prior to Oct. 16, 1912, defendant 
accepted iron pipe for transportation over its line without 
restriction as to size or quantity, but on that date its 
tariffs were amended to provide a higher rate for the 
transportation of lengths exceeding 6 feet. On March 18, 
1913, the following provision was made, which is still in 
effect: 

Pipe, iron, less than carload, exceeding ten feet in length: In 
lois of less than 10,000 pounds not accepted; 10,000 pounds or 
more in one consignment, when loaded by shipper and unloaded 
by consignee, official .classification basis. 

Complainant’s shipments move from Union City to 
points in Ohio and Indiana. They consist of pipe from 16 
feet to 21 feet in length and from one-eighth of an inch to 
10 inches in diameter. About 95 per cent consists of pieces 
from 16 to 20 feet in length and from three-eighths of an 
inch to 1% inches in diameter. Pieces under 2 inches in 
diameter are tied in bundles weighing from 100 pounds 
to 300 pounds. The larger pieces are shipped separately. 
The average weight per shipment ranges from 300 pounds 
to 500 pounds. 

Complainant contends that customers at local stations 
on interurban lines carry small stocks of pipe and that 
the tariff provision in controversy necessitates forwarding 
small shipments to stations on the steam lines nearest 
those on the interurban lines, and drayage to destina- 
tion. Defendant urges that iron pipe moves over its line 
only to points not reached by steam lines; that it accepts 
pieces 10 feet or less in any quantity; that pieces exceed- 
ing 10 feet in length are not accepted in less than 10,000- 
pound lots, for the reason that such lengths cannot con- 
veniently be mixed with freight of the general character 
usually handled by interurban lines, but must be trans- 
ported separately; that pipe 10 feet long or less can be 
loaded on the floor at one end of the car under other 
freight and can be conveniently unloaded, whereas longer 
lengths obstruct the doorways, preventing the use of 
trucks, and cannot be unloaded at points intermediate to 
terminals without shifting the entire load and causing 
damage to other freight and delays in train service. 
Franchise restrictions in many towns through which de- 
fendant’s line extends are said to render it impossible for 
defendant to continue the carriage of heavy freight, from 
which it is argued that the traffic handled by defendant 
properly should be restricted to packages. 

Defendant is a member of the Central Electric Traffic 
Association, composed of interurban carriers operating 
between points in Ohio, Indiana and Michigan, and is the 
only line in that territory that places restrictions upon 
the quantity and size of pipe that will be accepted for 
transportation. Iron pipe in long lengths undoubtedly is 
inconvenient to handle, but its transportation is attended 
with relatively no more inconvenience than attends the 
handling of pianos, canoes, water troughs, counters and 
other articles enumerated in defendant’s tariffs. Defend- 
ant is a common carrier engaged in interstate commerce 
and is bound under the express provisions of the act to 
accede to every proper application for service, subject 
only to such reasonable regulations as it may prescribe. 
It must accept less desirable traffic as well as that which 
is more desirable, and, although its best interest might be 
promoted by refusing to perform the service here in con- 
troversy, it has no right to refuse to transport iron pipe 
or any other article not dangerous to handle and which 
is ordinarily accepted for transportation. 

We find that the tariff provision attacked is unreason- 
able, and that defendant should be required for the future 
to accept for interstate transportation less-than-carload 
shipments of iron pipe exceeding 10 feet in length, with- 
out limitation as to the weight tendered. 

An order will be entered accordingly. 


TRANSIT ON LUMBER 


Reparation has been awarded in Docket No. 7858, Bowie 
Lumber Co., Ltd., vs. Morgan’s Louisiana & Texas Rail- 
road & Steamship Co., Opinion No. 3551, 38 I. C. C., 625-6, 
on account of the refusal of the carrier to allow transit 
on 18 carloads of lumber shipped from Ludivine to Bowie, 
La., there dressed in part and forwarded to various desti- 
nations. The earrier claimed that because not all the 
lumber was planed the transit privilege did not attach. 
Since the dispute arose the tariff has been amended so as 
to make it plain that transit is to be accorded even when 
only a part of a car of lumber has been dressed. 
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LIGHTNING ROD FIXTURES - 


Complaint No. 7901, Dodd & Struthers vs. Pa. R. R. Co. 
et al., Opinion No. 3553, 38 I. C. C., 620-30, has been dis- 
missed. The Commission held that the rates on lightning 
rod fixtures were properly applied on one carload and one 
less-than-carload shipment of steel wire from Trenton, 
N. J., to Des Moines, Ia. The shipments were billed as 
steel wire, but the inspectors corrected the billing so as 
to show it to be lightning rod fixtures, thereby causing the 
rate applied to rise from 31 to 50 cents on the carloads 
and 59 cents to 89 cents on the L. C. L. The Commission 
was influenced in its decision by the facts that the iron 
braces involved were more valuable than the wire from 
which they had been made and that they moved in small 
volume in comparison with other steel and iron articles. 


RATE ON BUGGY BODIES 


Complaint No. 8100, Marshalltown Buggy Co. vs. Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy R. R. Co. et al., Opinion No. 
3556, 38 I. C. C., 634-35, has been dismissed, the Commis- 
sion holding that the rate on buggy bodies, in white, in 
less than carloads from St. Louis to Marshalltown had not 
been shown to be either unreasonable or unjustly dis- 
criminatory. 


VOLUNTARY SERVICES OF CARRIERS 


CASE NO. 8325 (38 I, C. C., 636-638) 
C. S. EMERY & CO. VS. BOSTON & MAINE RAILROAD. 
Submitted Jan. 10, 1916. Opinion No. 3557. 


1. Commission Has Jurisdiction Over Practices With Respect to 
Customs Brokers Who Forward Freight on Which They 
Have Paid Duty.—Shipments of freight from Canada to the 
United States entered at Newport, Vt., are consigned to 
brokers at Newport who pay the customs duties and forward 
the shipments to the ultimate consignees. Defendant’s agent 
at Newport is also a licensed customs broker and defendant 
permits him to “expense forward’’ on the waybills that ac- 
company the shipments the customs duties which he pays, 
together with his brokerage fees. Other licensed customs 
brokers are denied this service. Motion for dismissal of 
complaint for want of jurisdiction denied. 

2. Jurisdiction Over Domestic Movement of Goods from Canada 
Asserted.—The Commission has jurisdiction over the do- 

mestic movement of traffic originating in Canada. 

3. Carriers Must Not Discriminate Between Customs Brokers.— 
The duty of carriers not to discriminate between persons is 
owed ap 4 to patrons of their transportation service, but 
customs brokers who act as consignees at ports of entry 
and who forward the shipments consigned to them for entry 
to the ultimate consignees are patrons of the transporta- 
tion service afforded by the carrier employed. 

1. Rule Against Discrimination Applies to Compulsory and Vol- 
untary Services Alike.—The duty of carriers not to discrim- 
inate between shippers obtains for voluntary as well as for 
compulsory services. 





W. A. Dane for complainants; E. J. Rich and W. A. Cole for 
defendant. 


BY THE COMMISSION: 

Complainants are Curtis S. Emery and Donald Emery, 
copartners, doing a customs-house brokerage business at 
Newport, Vt., under the firm name of C. S. Emery & Co. 
The facts, as we understand them from the pleadings, 
are as follows: Defendant transports property from vari- 
ous points in Canada to various points in Vermont and 
other states, which is entered at Newport as a port of 
entry of the United States. Defendant’s agent at New- 
port is also a licensed customs broker. Shipments of 
freight from Canada for entry at Newport are consigned 
to customs brokers there who pay the customs duties and 
forward the shipments to the ultimate consignees. De- 
fendant permits its agent at Newport to “expense for- 
ward” to the ultimate consignees the customs duties 
which he pays, together with his brokerage fees, on the 
waybills that accompany the shipments, but refuses to 
accord the same privilege to complainants or other brok- 
ers, who must accordingly secure themselves as best they 
may. A circular issued by defendant to agents at numer- 
ous points in Canada states that in order to avoid delay 
and demurrage all invoices of merchandise for customs 
entry at Newport should designate defendant’s agent at 
Newport as consignee. Defendant’s agent is equally avail- 
able to all and treats alike all who employ him. Shippers 
are not actually required, however, to employ him, as 
defendant’s circular advising his employment is merely 
advisory and not mandatory. Complainants allege that 
defendant discriminates against them unjustly in favor of 
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its own agent. Reparation is asked and the removal of 
the discrimination. Defendant denies that the discrimi- 
nation is unjust, but, in addition, challenges our jurisdic- 
tion and moves to dismiss the complaint on the grounds 
‘that the Act to regulate commerce withholds jurisdiction 
over traffic from Canada to the United States and that it 
does not prohibit discrimination by carriers between cus- 
toms brokers as brokers, but only between patrons of the 
transportation service afforded by carriers. The ques- 
tion of jurisdiction was ordered to be argued before hear- 
ing on the merits and is the only question decided in this 
report. 


Neither of defendant’s objections to our jurisdiction is 
well taken. 

Traffic from Canada to the United States is as much 
within our jurisdiction to the extent of its movement with- 
in the United States as traffic from over seas or from one 
state to another. We have held this repeatedly and are 
not persuaded by defendant that we have been wrong. 
See Carey Mfg. Co. vs. G. T. W. Ry. Co., 36 I. C. C., 203 
(The Traffic World, Oct. 23, 1915, p. 855); International 
Paper Co. vs. D. & H. Co., 33 I. C. C., 270 (The Traffic 
World, March 13, 1915, p. 541). The discrimination alleged 
by complainants is practiced, if at all, after the shipments 
from Canada have been cleared of customs duties and 
entered at Newport and in connection with their trans- 
portation within the United States from Newport to their 
ultimate destinations. 


The duty imposed by the act upon common carriers not 
to discriminate unjustly between persons undoubtedly is 
owed only to patrons of the carriers as such, and carriers 
owe no duty not to discriminate between customs brokers 
merely as brokers. Donovan vs. Penn. Co., 199 U. S., 279; 
Jones vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co., 12 I. C. €., 144; South- 
western Produce Distributers vs. Wabash R. R. Co., 20 
I. C. C., 458 (The Traffic World, April 1, 1911, p. 559); 
Crosby vs. Richmond Transfer Co., 23 I. C. C., 72 (The 
Traffic World, March 30, 1912, p. 619). But complainants 
and defendant’s agent at Newport do not deal with defend- 
ant merely as brokers. Since they are named as the con- 
signees of the shipments which they handle, act as con- 
signees, and forward the shipments on from Newport to 
their ultimate .destinations, they occupy the position of 
shippers and patrons of defendant’s transportation service 
entitled to non-discriminatory treatment from defendant 
both in respect of the services which it is bound to perform 
for shippers and of any services which it may volunteer. 
We found in Southwestern Produce Distributers vs. 
Wabash R. R. Co., supra, that a carrier may lease a part 
of its terminal property to one fruit and vegetable auction 
company for use in the conduct of its auction business and 
deny similar leases to competing companies without be- 
ing guilty of unlawful discrimination. We stated, how- 
ever, that the lessee only occasionally, and then entirely 
inadvertently, acted as consignee of the fruits and vege- 
tables which it sold, and that if the practice in that regard 
were different “the case might stand in quite a different 
light.”” The question thus reserved was actually presented 
in the St. Louis Terminal Case, 34 I. C. C., 453 (The 
Traffic World, July 24, 1915, p. 161), in which certain 
warehouse companies complained that carriers serving 
St. Louis, Mo., were unduly preferring certain transfer 
companies that operated off-track stations for the carriers 
and private warehouses for themselves. Both the com- 
plainants and the transfer companies acted as consignees 
of shipments intendéd by the original shippers for stor- 
age in their private warehouses or for distribution by 
them to the ultimate consignees. “When the transfer com- 
panies acted as consignees of shipments intended by the 
real shipper for storage in their warehouses they secured 
delivery at their warehouses without expense, while their 
competitors, acting in a similar capacity, were at the ex- 
pense of draying their shipments. We found that— 

A warehouseman, as such, has no special rights under the 
act. But when a warehouseman acts as a consignee or con- 
signor he becomes a shipper and has all the rights of a ship- 
per under the act. He stands, in fact, in the shoes of a shipper 
and may make any complaint either of rates or practices that 
his principal, the real shipper, might himself make. 


The complaint therefore raises the question whether de- 
fendant may lawfully assist one of its shippers to collect 
his own private charges against his consignee and refuse 
similarly to assist other shippers, which question is clearly 
within our jurisdiction for the plain reason that we are 
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authorized to scrutinize all kinds of discrimination be- 
tween shippers, whether in compulsory services or vol- 
untary. 

We find that the questions involved in the controversy 
are within our jurisdiction and that defendant’s motion 
to dismiss the complaint for want of jurisdiction must be 
denied. It will be so ordered, and the case assigned for 
hearing. p 








Supreme Court Decisions 





NOTICE OF. DAMAGE CLAIM 


No. 350—October Term, 1915. 


Northern Pacific Railway Co., Plain- | 
tiff jn Error, vs. R. P. Wall, as 
Administrator of the Estate of 
R. J. Wall, Deceased. 

[April 24, 1916.] 

Mr. Justice Van Devanter delivered the opinion of the 
Court. 

This was an action to recover for injuries to cattle being 
transported in interstate commerce, the gravamen of the 
complaint being that the cattle were unreasonably delayed 
in transit and consequently were greatly reduced in weight 
and emaciated in appearance. 

The cattle were shipped in January, 1912, from Belgrade, 
Mont., to the Union Stock Yards at Chicago over two con- 
necting railroads—the Northern Pacific and the Burling- 
ton—under a through bill of lading issued by the initial 
carrier. The shipment was at a reduced rate based upon 
the stipulations in the bill of lading. The rate and the bill 
of lading had been regularly established and put in force 
under the interstate commerce act and its amendments. 
One- stipulation was to the effect that the shipper, as a 
condition precedent to his right to recover for any injury 
to the cattle while in transit, should give notice in writing 
of his claim to some officer or station agent “of said com- 
pany” before the cattle were removed from the.place of 
destination or mingled with other stock; and another was 
to the effect that the terms of the bill of lading should 
inure to the benefit of any connecting carrier over .whose 
line the cattle should pass in the course of their transpor- 
tation. By an endorsement on the bill of lading the Bur- 
lington Company was designated at the connecting carrier. 
The shipment was accompanied by an attendant selected 
by the shipper and authorized to represent him in all mat- 
ters pertaining to the general care and handling of the 
cattle. Upon reaching their destination the cattle were 


In Error to the Su- 
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_delivered by the Burlington Company to an agent of the 


shipper and were sold, removed and mingled with other 
stock before any notice was given of a claim for injury to 
them while in transit. 


This action was brought against the initial carrier—the 
Northern Pacific Company—and the damages sought were 
for alleged injuries to the cattle while passing over both 
roads. In its answer the defendant set up the stipulations 
before named; insisted that they were established under 
the interstate commerce act and that a Montana statute 
invalidating such stipulations was, as applied to bills of 
lading in interstate commerce, in conflict with the con- 
gressional enactment and void; alleged that no notice of 
any claim for injury to the cattle had been given “to any 
officer or station agent of the defendant, or to any officer 
or station agent of the connecting carrier,” until after the 
cattle had been removed from the place of destination and 
mingled with other stock, and claimed that by. reason of 
the failure to give the stipulated notice the plaintiff was 
not entitled to recover. In his reply the plaintiff, while 
expressly admitting that he had not complied with the 
stipulation relating to notice, denied that it was estab- 
lished or effective under the interstate commerce act, in- 
sisted that it was unreasonable and in contravention of the 
Montana statute, alleged that compliance with the stipula- 
tion had been waived by the defendant, and set forth ai 
length and invoked the Carmack amendment to the inter- 
state commerce act in support of the effort to recover from 
the initial carrier for the injuries occurring while the 
eattle were on the line of the connecting carrier. Upon 





ve we 


April 29, 1916 


the trial, and after the evidence was concluded, the defend- 
ant moved for a directed verdict in its favor upon the 
ground that the contract embodied in the bill of lading 
was valid, that confessedly the notice “required by the 
contract” was not given, and that there was no evidence 
showing a waiver of the notice. The motion was denied 
upon the ground that under the evidence the question of 
waiver was for the jury, and an exception was reserved by 
the defendant. At its request the court in charging the 
jury said: “One of the defenses relied upon by the de- 
fendant is that no notice of claim for damages for loss or 
injury to the stock in question was given by the plaintiff 
to the defendant or to the connecting carrier, before the 
stock was removed from the place of destination or mingled 
with other stock. This provision of said contract is a 
reasonable one, binding upon the plaintiff, and under the 
admissions in his reply, prevents him from recovering in 
this action, unless you find that defendant ex- 
pressly or impliedly by its conduct waived the giving of 
said notice in accordance with this provision of the con- 
tract.” The jury, evidently resolving the question of waiver 
against the defendant, returned a verdict for the plaintiff, 
and the judgment thereon was affirmed by the Supreme 
Court of the state. 50 Mont., 122. 

From what has been said it is apparent not only that the 
damages sought were for injuries occurring while the cattle 
were being transported in interstate commerce but also 
that both parties relied upon the interstate commerce act 
and its amendments—the plaintiff to sustain his right to 
recover for the injuries on the line of the connecting car- 
rier and the defendant to sustain its defense based upon the 
stipulations in. the bill of lading. And it is plain that the 
trial court gave controlling effect to that act and its amend- 
ments, for otherwise the instruction upholding the validity 
of the stipulation for notice could not have been given, in 
the presence of the Montana statute (Laws 1909, c. 138) 
declaring such a stipulation void. 

The Supreme Court, passing the question whether notice 
had been waived, interpreted the stipulation as requiring 
that the notice be given to an officer or station agent 
primarily employed by the Northern Pacific Company, and 
thereby excluding notice to an officer or station agent of 
the Burlington Company, and then held the stipulation un- 
reasonable and inoperative because no officer or agent pri- 
marily employed by the Northern Pacific Company was 
accessible at the place of destination. Whether in so in- 
terpreting the stipulation that court gave proper effect to 
the interstate commerce act and its amendments is the 
Federal question pressed upon our attention, and we think 
it is fairly presented by the record. The shipment being 
interstate, that legislation was controlling; the through 
bill of lading was issued under it; the pleadings show that 
its application was invoked; and in the answer, as also in 
the instruction given at the defendant’s request, there was 
a distinct assertion that notice was not given “to any 
officer or station agent of the defendant, or to any officer 
or station agent of the connecting carrier,” which mean 
that the defendant was proceeding upon the theory that 
the stipulation, when read in connection with the Carmack 
amendment, contemplated and recognized that notice to an 
officer or agent of the connecting carrier—the Burlington 
Company—would suffice. 

As this court often has held, the laws in force at the 
time and place of the making of a contract, and which 
affect its validity, performance and enforcement, enter into 
and form a part of it, as if they were expressly referred to 
or incorporated in its terms. Von Hoffman vs. Quincy, 
4 Wall., 535,550; Walker vs. Whitehead, 16 Wall., 314, 317; 
Edwards vs. Kearzy, 96 U. S., 595, 601. A bill of lading is 
a eontract and@ within this rule. The Carmack amendment 
to the interstate commerce act (Sec. 7, c. 3591, 34 Stat., 
584, 595), which was in force when this bill of lading was 
issued, directs a carrier receiving property for interstate 
transportation to issue a through bill of lading therefor, 
although the place of destination is on the line of another 
carrier; subjects the receiving carrier to liability for any 
injury to the property caused by it or any other carrier 
in the course of the transportation, and requires a con- 
necting carrier on whose line the property is injured to 
reimburse the receiving carrier where the latter is made 
to pay for such injury. Thus, under the operation of the 
amendment, the connecting carrier becomes the agent of 
the receiving carrier for the purpose of completing the 
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transportation and delivering the property. Atlantic Coast 
Line R. R. Co. vs. Riverside Mills, 219 U. S., 186, 196, 206; 
Galveston, etc., Ry. Co. vs. Wallace, 223 U. S., 481, 491. 
This bill of lading was issued under the statute and should 
be interpreted in the -light of it. Cleveland & St. Louis 
Ry. Co. vs. Dettlebach, 239 U. S., 588, 598. The shipment 
was to pass over both roads in reaching its destination; 
the delivery at that place was to be made, as in fact it 
was, by an officer or station agent of the connecting car- 
rier; and the stipulated notice was to be given before the 
cattle were removed from the place of destination or 
mingled with other stock, that is, while it was yef possible 
from an inspection of them to ascertain whether the claim 
of injury, if any, was well founded. In these circum- 
stances it seems plain that the stipulation meant and con- 
templated that the notice might be given at the place of 
destination to an officer or station agent of the connecting 
carrier, and that notice to it, in view of its relation to the 
initial carrier, should operate as notice to the latter. This 
interpretation treats the stipulation as designed to be fair 
to both shipper and carrier, permits it-to serve a useful 
purpose and gives due effect to the statute under which it 
was issued. True, the words “said company” in the stipu- 
lation, if read only in connection with an introductory 
sentence in the bill of lading, would seem to refer to the 
initial carrier alone, but when they are read in connection 
with the statute and other parts of the bill of lading, in- 
cluding the provision that its terms and conditions “shall 
inure to the benefit of’ any connecting carrier, it is ap- 
parent that they embrace the carrier making the delivery 
as well as the initial carrier, especially as the former is in 
legal contemplation the agent of the latter. 

The act of March 4, 1915, ec. 176, 38 Stat., 1196, altering 
the terms of the Carmack amendment, is without present 
bearing, because passed long after this shipment was made. 

We are of the opinion that the Supreme Court of the 
state failed to give proper effect to the Carmack amend- 
ment in interpreting the bill of lading and that the judg- 
ment should be reversed and the cause remanded for 
further proceedings not inconsistent with this opinion. 

Judgment reversed. 

Mr. Justice McReynolds, dissenting. 

For two reasons I am unable to agree with the opinion 
of the court. 

First. If reiteration can establish a rule of law, it must 
be taken as settled that in causes coming here by writs 
of error from state courts of last resort we may not con- 
sider Federal questions not specially set up below. And 
further, that such a question comes too late if raised for 
the first time after final decision in the highest state court 
by petition for rehearing unless this was actually enter- 
tained. St. Louis & San Francisco R. R. Co. vs. Shep- 
herd, 240 U. S., 240, 241; McCorquodale vs. Texas, 211 
U. S., 482, 487. 

The following recitals are parts of the bill of lading: 

Par. 6. “The said ‘shipper further agrees that as a 
condition precedent to his right to recover any. damages 
for loss or injury to any of said stock, he will give notice 
in writing of his claim therefor to some officer or station 
agent of the said company before said stock has been 
removed from the place of destination or mingled with 
other stock.” 


Par. 9. “The terms, conditions and limitations hereby 
imposed shall inure to the benefit of each and every car- 
rier, beyond the route of said company, to which the said 
property may come for purpose of transportation.” 


A rehearing was denied by the Supreme Court of Mon- 
tana in this brief order: ‘“Appellant’s motion for a re- 
hearing herein heretofore submitted is after due considera- 
tion by the court denied.” An elaborate written argument 
filed there in support ofthe petition and incorporated in 
the record, states: 

“Appellant did not brief nor argue the reasonableness of 
the provisions of paragraph 6 of said contract from the view- 
point considered by the court on page 3 to line 5 of page 
7 of the opinion, for the reason that no such question was 
raised by the plaintiff in the court below. In fact, the 
only grounds upon which the defendant attacked said pro- 
visions of the contract in his answer was that it ‘is unrea- 
sonable, unjust, burdensome against the policy of the law 
and contrary to the express provisions of chapter 138 of 
Session Laws of the State of Montana for 1909.’ Not 
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until his brief was filed in this court did such question 
appear in the case. 

“In view of the provision of paragraph 9- of the con- 
tract, also of plaintiff’s position in the court below, and 
of the fact that the defendant company has always con- 
sidered that a notice served upon ‘some officer or station 
agent’ of the connecting carrier at point of delivery in 
the manner required by paragraph 6 of the contract, was 
a sufficient notice to show a compliance with such provi- 
sion in an action brought against the initial carrier, we 
did not consider the question as presented for the first 
time in respondent’s brief of any importance and did not 
even reply thereto in our oral argument. 

“Under section 9 of said contract the terms and condi- 
tions thereof inure to the benefit of the connecting car- 
rier. Therefore, such notice shouid be given to some 
officer or station agent of such carrier at point of delivery 
when damages are claimed. 

“The importance of this is apparent when considered 
in connection with the Carmack Amendment to the Inter- 
state Commerce Law.” 

The only ground for reversal now seriously relied upon 
is that the Carmack Amendment (Sec. 7, c. 3591, 34 Stat., 
584, 595) made “the connecting carrier, and therefore its 
agents, the agents of the initial carrier,” and consequently 
the court below wrongfully held, because no officer or 
station agent primarily employed by Northern Pacific 
Railway was shown to have been in Chicago, paragraph 


six was unreasonable and inoperative, and notice to a 


Burlington agent would not have been effective for any 
purpose. I fail to find that this point was definitely raised 
at any stage prior to the application for rehearing; and 
counsel for the railroad below seem to have been equally 
unsuccessful. If they had already wittingly relied upon 
it, they would hardly have burdened their argument for 
rehearing with an excuse for failure so to do. Former 
opinions imperatively demand that the foundation for our 
jurisdiction should be laid in plain view and not around a 
corner where only an esoteric eye can detect it. Seaboard 
Air Line vs. Duvall, 225 U. S., 477, 487. 

Second. “The bill of lading itself is an elaborate docu- 
ment, bearing on its face evidences of care and delibera- 
tion in the formation of the conditions of the liability of 
the companies issuing it. The language is chosen by the 
companies for the purpose, among others, of limiting and 
diminishing their common law liabilities, and if there be 
any doubt arising from the language used as to its proper 
meaning or construction, the words should be construed 
most strongly against the companies, because their offi- 
cers or agents prepared the instrument, and as the court 
is to interpret such language, it is, as stated by Mr. Jus- 
tice Harlan, in delivering the opinion of the court in 
National Bank vs. Insurance Co., 95 U. S., 673, 679: ‘Both 
reasonable and just that its own words should be con- 
strued most strongly against itself.’” Texas & Pacific 
Ry. Co. vs. Reiss, 183 U. S., 621, 626. 

Apparently the bill under consideration followed a form 
adopted before passage of the Carmack Amendment or 
at least before this was adequately understood. It is 
dated “Belgrade, Mont., Station, Jan. 2, 1912,” purports 
to be an “agreement, made the day above stated between 
the Northern Pacific Railway Co., hereinafter called the 
‘Company,’ and R. J. Wall, hereinafter called the ‘Ship- 
per,’”’ and contains, in addition to paragraphs 6 and 9 
copied above, the following ones: 

Par. 7. “It is further agreed and provided that no suit 
or action to recover any damages for loss or injury to any 
of said stock, or for the recovery of any claim by virtue 
of this contract, shall be sustained by any court against 
said Company unless suit or action shall be commenced 
within sixty (60) days after the damage shall occur, and 
on any suit or action commenced against said Company 
after the expiration of said sixty (60) days, the lapse of 
time shall be taken and deemed conclusive evidence 
against the validity of said claim, any statute to the con- 
trary notwithstanding.” 

Par. 8. “The said Company shall not be liable for the 
non-delivery or loss of, nor for injuries suffered by any of 
the stock beyond the line of its own railroad.” 

Commenting on paragraph 6, the Supreme Court of 
Montana said (50 Mont., 127): 

“If the paragraph above means anything, it required 
the shipper to give notice in writing to an officer or sta- 
tion agent of the Northern Pacific Co. Notice to an 
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agent of the Burlington road would not have been effect- 
ive for any purpose. The Company mentioned in para- 
graph 6 is defined by the preamble to the contract, to 
mean the ‘Northern Pacific Railway Co.’ Furthermore, if 
this provision is valid, it must be so construed as to serve 
some purpose. Its evident purpose was to enable the 
carrier to investigate the condition of the stock, and to 
that end the shipper was required to keep them separate 
until such investigation was made or a reasonable time 
therefor had elapsed. By the facts before us the reason- 
ableness of the provision is to be tested. The contract 
is silent upon the question of service of the notice. If 
personal service was necessary, the shipper was required 
to hold the cattle at the Union Stock Yards until he could 
find an officer or station agent of the Northern Pacific 
Co. No particular officer or station agent is designated, 
and if this provision is to be taken literally, the shipper 
was required at his peril to assume the burden of finding 
some person who answered the description given. There 
is not a suggestion in the contract, in the pleadings or 
the proof, that the Northern Pacific Co. had an officer or 
station agent at Chicago, or nearer than St. Paul, the 
eastern terminus of its road—more than 400 miles away. 
If service could have been made by mail, plaintiff would 
have been in no better position, though doubtless a letter 
written to the station agent at Belgrade, and mailed post- 
paid at Chicago, would have sufficed for a literal com- 
pliance with the terms of this provision. But in any 
event, plaintiff would have had to bear the burden of 
keeping his cattle on the cars or in the Stock Yards 
until the notice had been received and a reasonable time 
for inspection had elapsed. If the paragraph in question 
be construed to mean that a written notice mailed from 
Chicago to any station agent of the Northern Pacific Co., 
even the agent at Seattle would suffice, it is senseless. If 
it is construed to mean that the shipper should travel 
from Chicago to St. Paul and make personal service of 
the notice upon an officer or station agent of the North- 
ern Pacific Co., then it is unreasonable to the point of 
being unconscionable. Whether the company had an 
officer or station agent at Chicago—at a point where it has 
no road—upon whom service of this notice could have 
been made, was a matter peculiarly within its own knowl- 
edge, and for this reason the burden was upon it to make 
proof of such fact.” 

Manifestly its language has given rise to a very grave 
doubt; therefore I think the contract should be construed 
most strongly against the company and with a view to 
preserve shipper’s rights. The construction placed upon 
paragraph 6 by the State Supreme Court, when sitting 
within surroundings designed to stimulate clear thinking, 
is diametrically opposed to the one now adopted. In such 
circumstances it appears to me hardly reasonable to say 
that a stockman at a wayside Montana station was bound 
instantly to apprehend the true interpretation, notwith- 
standing any mental quickening which he may have re- 
ceived from a “rough wind” and a modest thermometer 
pointing to only “seven or eight degrees below zero.” 

I am authorized to say that Mr. Justice McKenna con- 
curs in this dissent for the second reason stated. 


LICENSE FOR CARRYING LIQUOR 


No. 249.—October Term, 1915. 


Abram Rosenberger, Plaintiff =| In error to the Su- 


se preme Court of the 
Error, vs. Pacific Express Co. state of Missuuri. 
[April 24, 1916.] 


Mr. Chief Justice White delivered the opinion of the court. 

On the taking effect in Texas on the 12th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1907, of a law imposing a state license tax of 
$5,000 annually on each place of business or agency of 
every express company where intoxicating liquors were 
delivered and the price collected on C. O. D. shipments, 
and by which law one-half of the amount of the state 
license was in addition authorized to be imposed by every 
county or municipality, the express company, the de- 
fendant in error, discontinued at.all its agencies in Texas 
all such business. As a result the company sent back 
to Kansas City, Mo., the packages of intoxicating liquor 
which it had received under C. O. D. shipments made tc 
various places in Texas from Kansas City by Rosenberger. 
the plaintiff in error, and: tendered them to him condi- 
tioned on his payment of the return carriage charges. 
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Rosenberger refused to accept the offer and brought this 
suit to recover the value of the merchandise on the 
ground that the failure to carry out the shipments was 
a conversion. The trial court, holding the Texas act 
was repugnant to the commerce clause of the constitution 
of the United States and afforded no justification to the 
express company for refusing to carry out the shipments, 
awarded the relief sought. And the object of this writ 
of error is to obtain a reversal of a final judgment of 
the court below reversing the trial court and rejecting 
the claim on the ground that the Texas license law was 
not repugnant to the commerce clause and afforded ample 
authority to the express company for refusing to complete 
the interstate shipments in question. 258 Mo. 97. 
Passing minor contentions whose want of merit will 
be hereafter demonstrated, it is clear that. the issue is 
this: Was the state license law if applied to C. O. D. 
interstate commerce ‘shipments repugnant to the com- 
merce clause of the constitution? It is certain that this 
question, in view of the date of the law and of the ship- 
ments involved, must be determined in the light of the 
operation of the commerce clause as affected by the 
power conferred upon the states by what is usually known 
as to the Wilson law (act of Aug. 8, 190, c. 728, 26 Stat. 313), 
and whollly unaffected by section 239 of the Penal Code 
enacted by Congress March 4, 1909, prohibiting the ship- 
ment of intoxicating liquors under C. O. D. contracts, and 
also without reference to the act of Congress known as 
the Webb-Kenyon law of March 1, 1913 (c. 90, 37 Stat. 
699). : 
Thus limited, as it is not controverted and indeed is 
indisputable that the provisions of the statute placed a 
direct burden on the shipments with which it dealt and 


‘ in fact were prohibitive of such shipments, it follows that 


error was committed in holding that the statute was not 
repugnant to the constitution of the United States in so 
far as it applied to interstate C. O. D. shipments for the 
following reasons: (a) Because it is settled from the 
beginning and too elementary to require anything but 
statement that speaking generally the states are without 
power to directly burden interstate commerce and that 
commodities moving in such commerce only become sub- 
ject to the control of the states or to the power on their 
part to directly burden after the termination of the inter- 
state movement, that is, after the arrival and delivery 
of the commodities and their sale in the original packages, 
and that this rule is as applicable to the movement of 
intoxicating liquors as to any other commodities. (hb) 
Because the Wilson act only modifies these controlling 
rules by causing interstate commerce shipments of in- 
toxicating liquors to come under state control at an carlier 
date than they otherwise would, that is, after delivery 
but before sale in the original packages. (c) Because 
the power in interstate commerce shipments to make 
C. O. D. agreements, that is, agreements on delivery of 
the commodity shipped to collect and remit the price, is 
incidental to the right to make such shipments, and the 
commodities when so shipped do not come under the 
authority of the state to which the commodities are 
shipped under such agreements until arrival and delivery, 
and therefore any attempt on the part of the state to 
directly burden or prohibit such contracts or prevent the 
fulfillment of the same necessarily comes within the gen- 
eral rule and is repugnant to the constitution of the 
United States. 

These propositions in substance have been by necessary 
implication or by direct decision so authoritatively and 
repeatedly determined as shown by the cases cited in 
the margin* that there is no necessity for going further. 
But in view of the fact that the court below held the 
statute to be not repugnant to the commerce clause not 
because it overlooked the rulings of this court referred 
lo, but because it considered them distinguishable or in- 
apposite to this case for reasons deemed by it to he con- 
clusive, there being some difference of opinion on the 
subject in the court below, we briefly refer to those rea- 
sons. 


*Leisy vs. Hardin, 135 U. S. 100; In re Rahrer, 140 U. S. 545; 
ithodes vs. Iowa, 170 U. S. 412; Vance vs. W. A. Vandercook 
Co., 170 U. S. 488: Heyman vs. Southern Ry. Co., 203 U. S. 270; 
Adams Express Co. vs. Kentucky, 214 U. S. 218; Louisville & 
Nashville R. R.° Co. vs. Cook Brewing Co., 223 U. S. 70; Kir- 
meyer vs. Kansas, 236 U. S. 568; Rossi vs. Pennsylvania, 238 
i’. S. 62; American Express Co. vs. Iowa, 196 U. S. 133; Adams 
iixpress Co, vs. Kentucky, 206 U. S. 129. 
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It was said that. the shipment of commodities contains 
two elements, one the obligation arising from the duty 
of the carrier to receive and carry without express 2on- 
tract, and the other such obligation as arises from con- 
tracts made concerning the shipment not embraced in 
the duty which rested by law upon the carrier in the 
absence of contract, the latter being illustrated by C. O. D. 
contracts. These two classes of obligation, it was pointed 
out, arising -from different sources, were controlled by 
a consideration of the source whence they sprang, the 
one, the duty independent of contract, being commerce, ’ 
and the other, the duty depending upon express contract 
in a sense independent of commerce, being governed hy 
the law controlling contracts; that is to say, the one 
being controlled by the commerce clause and the other 
by the law of the state. And from these generalizations 
it was concluded that however complete and efficacious 
was the control of the constitution of the United States 
over the obligation resulting from shipments in the proper 
sense, it was clear that the power of the state was com- 
plete over the other class of obligations, those arising 
from distinct contracts, and hence the act imposing the 
burden on the contract to collect on delivery did not 
reach over into the domain of shipment, was independent 
of the same, and therefore was not repugnant to the 
commerce clause. But we think it is a sufficient answer 
to say that the reasoning referred to rests upon a mis- 
conception of the elementary notion of interstate com- 
merce as inculcated and upheld from the beginning and 
as enforced in a line of decisions of this court beginning 
with the very birth of the constitution and which in its 
fundamental aspect has undergone no change or suffered 
no deviation; that is, that the interstate commerce which 
is subject to the control of Congress embraces the widest 
freedom, including as a matter of course the right to 
make all contracts having a proper relation to the sub- 
ject. Indeed, it must be at once apparent that if the 
reasoning we are considering were to be entertained, the 
plenary power of Congress to legislate as to interstate 
commerce would be at an end and the limitations prevent- 
ing state legislation directly burdening interstate com- 
merce would no longer obtain and the freedom of inter- 
state commerce which has been enjoyed by all the states 
would disappear. But to state these general considera- 
tions is indeed superfluous, since in one of the previous 
cases which we have cited (American Express Co. vs. 
-Iowa, 196 U. S. 133, 148, 144) substantially the identical 
contention which we have just disposed of was relied upon 
and its unsoundness was expressly pointed out and the 
destructive consequences which would arise from its 
adoption stated. 

The minor contentions to which we previously reforred 
are these: 

1. That although it be that section 239 of the Penal 
Code has no retroactive operation, it should be used as 
an instrument of interpretation from which to deduce 
the conclusion that the power of a state to prohibit ship- 
ments of intoxicating liquors in interstate commerze un-- 
der C. O. D. contracts existed at the time here in ques- 
tion. But this by indirection simply seeks to cause the 
act of Congress to retroactively apply by reasoning which 
if acceded to would require it to be said that all the 
previous decisions of this court dealing with the subiect 
before the Penal Code was enacted were wrong and that 
in addition the enactment of section 239 was wholly un- 
necessary. 

2. That even although there was a wrongful refusal 
of the express company to carry out the shipments, its 
doing sO was a mere violation of contract, giving a right 
to sue in damages, but not for conversion. We sce noth- 
ing in the record to indicate that this contention was 
urged in the trial court or in the court below. But passing 
this consideration, in view of our previous action rejecting 
a motion to dismiss, the question is foreclosed. But 
again, even if this be put out of view, the proposition 
is without merit under the controlling state law. Rice 
vs. Indianapolis & St. Louis R. R. Co., 3 Mo. App. 27; 
Loeffler vs. Keokuk Northern Line Packet Co., 7 Mo. App. 
185; Danciger Bros. vs. American Express Co., 172 Mo. 
App. 391. 

3. That this case is taken out of the settled rule to 
which we have referred and is controlled by the ruling 
in Delamater vs. South Dakota, 205 U. S. 93. But the 
proposition presupposes that the decision in that case 
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overruled the many decisions sustaining the rule without 
the slightest indication of a purpose to do so. It proceeds 
upon an obvious misconception of the Delameter case, 
which, instead of disregarding the construction put upon 
the Wilson act and the many cases dealing with the 
subject, was on the contrary but an application in a new 
form of the additional power which that act gave. In 
other words, the case but held that inasmuch as Congress 
by virtue of its regulating authority had caused shipments 
of intoxicating liquors in interstate commerce to become 
subject to state authority after arrival and before sale in 
the original packages, the exertion by the state of its 
authority to prevent the carrying on in the state of the 
business of soliciting purchases of liquor to be shipped 
from other states was lawful as a mere exertion of police 
power not constituting a direct burden upon interstate 
commerce, since such a regulation was within the scope 
of the remedial authority conferred by Congress by virtue 
of the Wilson act. 

And the contention just stated leads to a reference to 
suggestions which we deem to be wholly irrelevant to the 
issue for decision made both in the opinion of the court 
below and in the argument at bar concerning possible 
abuses committed as the result of C. O. D. shipments of 
intoxicating liquors into states where the use of such 
liquor is prohibited, such as the unreasonable detention 
of such liquors before delivery, the ultimate delivery to 
a person who had not ordered the same, the transfer 
to others by the ostensible person to whom the shipment 
was seemingly made, etc. We say irrelevant suggestions 
because we are considering here not whether a state 
statute enacting reasonable regulations to prevent abuses 
under C. O. D. shipments would be a direct burden upon 
interstate commerce, but are only called upon to deter- 
mine whether a statute is repugnant to the commerce 
clause which expressly asserts’ the power of the state to 
forbid all C. O. D. interstate commerce shipments of in- 
toxicating liquors without reference to abuse of any kind 
or nature in the manner in which said contracts are car- 
ried out. 

It follows from what we have said that the court below 
erred and that its judgment must be reversed and the 
case remanded for further proceedings not inconsistent 
with this opinion. And it is so ordered. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 


No. 196.—October Term, 1915. 

Great Northern Railway Co., Plain-) In Error to the Su- 
tiff in Error, vs. J. H. Wiles, as preme Court of the 
Administrator of the Estate of State of Minne- 
Dennis E. Wiles, Deceased. sota. 

[March 20, 1916.] 

Mr. Justice McKenna delivered the opinion of the Court. 
Action for damages for the killing of one Dennis E. 

Wiles, brought by the administrator of his estate, who is 

also his father and next of kin. It was brought under the 

Employers’ Liability Act of April 22, 1908 (35 Stat. 65, c. 

149), as amended April 5, 1910 (36 Stat. 291, c. 148). 
Wiles was a freight brakeman in the employ of the rail- 

way company in interstate commerce, the company being 

an interstate common carrier. 

There was a verdict for plaintiff in the sum of $650. 
Upon motion of defendant the court, expressing the view 
that Wiles’ negligence was the proximate cause of the 
accident which resulted in his death, rendered judgment 
that, notwithstanding the verdict, plaintiff take nothing 
by his action, that the same be dismissed, and that the 
railway company recover of plaintiff $36.52 costs. 

The judgment was reversed by the Supreme Court of 
the state and judgment ordered to be entered on the 
verdict. 

The only issue is as to the negligence of the railway 
company and the contributory negligence of the deceased 
and the casual relation, if either existed, to the death of 
the deseased. 

The determining facts of the case are as follows: 

Deceased was a rear brakeman on a freight train of 
the railway cOmpany proceeding easterly between Grotto 
and Skykomish, Wash. After having passed a curve in 
the road the train broke-in two by the drawbar pulling 
out of the sixth car from the engine, which caused the 
train to stop instantly. It was run into shortly after 
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(from three to five minutes, it was testified) by a pas- 
senger train drawn by two engines. The night was pretty 
dark and the weather a little misty. At the place of col- 
lision the track was obstructed by a very sharp curve and 
a bluff on the right-hand side for about five box car 
lengths, and the rear end of the freight train at that place 
could not be seen more than five box car lengths away. 
On the left-hand side of the engine, which is the fireman’s 
side, the track could not be seen more than a car length 
ahead because that would be on the outside of the curve. 
The engineer of the passenger train did not know of the 
existence of the freight train ahead and no negligence is 
attributed to him. The deceased and the conductor of 
the freight train were in the caboose and both were killed. 
What caused the pulling out of the drawbar was not 
shown, nor was there proof that it was defective or that 
the company was negligent in the care or use of it. 

The head brakeman of the freight train testified that 
the train stopped immediately upon the pulling out of the 
drawbar, that he descended from the train and hastened 
back to the caboose for a chain and that he saw the head- 
light of the passenger train as it came around the curve. 
He further testified that it was Wiles’ duty to have gone 
back to protect the rear end of his train at the time the 
passenger train was due out of the station in the rear, and 
that this applied whether the delayed inferior train which 
was ahead was running or standing still; that it was the 
duty of Wiles to have gone back a sufficient distance to 
guarantee full protection to the rear of his train, and 
that the engineer of the freight train, at the time the 
train broke in two, signaled the rear brakeman to go back 
and protect the rear end of his train. The same testi- 
mony as to the duty of Wiles was given by another wit- 
ness. It appeared also from the testimony that the freight 
train was losing time by slipping and that Wiles knew 
the time that the passenger train was due to leave Grotto 
station, and he should have dropped off or dropped fusees 
on the track to notify the 6éngineer of the passenger train 
that the freight was running slow. The fusees are of red 
and yellow lights; the red means to stop for ten minutes, 
yellow means to bring the train under control and keep 
it under control until the next station is reached. 

The rules of the railway company were put in evidence 
as follows: 

“Rule 99. When a train stops or is delayed by any 
circumstance under which it may be overtaken by another 
train, the flagman must go back immediately with stop 
signals a sufficient distance to insure full protection. When 
recalled he may return to his train, first placing two tor- 
pedoes on the rail six rail lengths apart, or a lighted 
fusee in the center of the track when conditions require.” 

“Rule 100. If the train should part while in motion train- 
men must, if possible, prevent damage to the detached 
portions. The signals prescribed by 13D and 15F must 
be given.” 

13D is the lantern signal or hand signal, either one; 
15F is the whistle signal. Rule 100 applied to what should 
be done by the members of the train crew for the pro- 
tection of the separated portions of the train itself. Rule 
99 applied to what should be done for the protection of 
other trains approaching. 

The Supreme Court applied the rule of res ipsa loquitur 
and justified a submission to the jury of the negligence 
of the railway company as a deduction from the pulling 
out of the drawbar and the proportion of its sausal rela- 
tion to the death of Wiles to the amount of negligence 
attributable to him, and reversed the action of the trial 
court entering judgment for the company notwithstanding 
the verdict. 

The application of the doctrine to cases like that at bar 
is disputable. Patton vs. Texas & Pacific Ry. Co., 179 U. 
S., 658; Looney vs. Metropolitan Rd. Co., 200 U. S., 480, 
486. We, however, do not have to go farther than to indi- 
cate the dispute. The case at bar is not solved by the 
doctrine. There is no justification for a comparison of 
negligences or the apportioning of their effect. The pull- 
ing out of the drawbar produced a condition which de- 
manded an instant performance of duty by Wiles, a duty 
not only to himself but to others. The rules of the com- 
pany were devised for such condition and provided for 
its emergency. Wiles knew them and he was prompted 
to the performance of the duty they enjoined (the cir- 
cumstances would seem to have needed no prompting) by 
signals from the engineer when the train stopped. He 
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disregarded both. His fate gives pause to blame, but we 
cannot help pointing out that the tragedy of the collision 
might have been appalling. He brought death to himself 
and to the conductor of his train. His neglect might have 
extended. the catastrophe to the destruction of passengers 
in the colliding train. How imperative his duty was is 
manifest. To excuse its neglect in any way would cast 
immeasurable liability upon the railroads, and, what is of 
greater concern, remove security from the lives of those 
who travel upon them; and therefore all who are con- 
cerned with their operation, however high or low in func- 
tion, should have a full and an anxious sense of respon- 
sibility. 

In the present case there was nothing to extenuate 
Wiles’ negligence; there was nothing to confuse his judg- 
ment or cause hesitation. His duty was as clear as its 
performance was easy. He knew the danger of the situa- 
tion and that it was imminent; to avert it he had only 
to descend from his train, run back a short distance and 
give the signals that the rules directed. 

Judgment reversed and cause remanded for further pro- 
ceedings not inconsistent with this opinion. 


DEMURRAGE CHARGES 

The United States Supreme Court,. April 24, re- 
versed the state court in the case of Menasha Paper 
Co. vs. the Chicago & Northwestern. The paper com- 
pany asked the railroad to embargo shipments to 
its sawmill. It did this for a while, but lifted’ the em- 
bargo and imposed demurrage on what the mill could not 
saw up within free time. The state courts gave judgment 
for the whole amount on both state and interstate busi- 
ness. ‘The Supreme Court’s decision is that lawful de- 
murrage charges must be paid. 


ADAMSON VS. JAMES 


The following correspondence, between W. C. Adamson, 
chairman of the House committee on interstate and for- 
eign commerce, and Francis B. James, of Washington and 
Cincinnati, in regard to the hearing before the House 
committee in regard to the Pomerene Dill of lading bill 
and the report of that hearing in The Traffic World, is 
self-explanatory. It is printed because Mr. Adamson, in- 
stead of writing to The Traffic World, sent it a copy of 
his letter to Mr. James, taking that method of making his 
position known, and he is entitled to be heard. The 
answer of Mr. James is printed because that gentleman 
is also entitled to be heard in reply. 





Hon. Francis B. James: 

Dear Sir: My attention has just been called to The 
Traffic World of the 15th instant, which indulges in some 
very unjust statements and false conclusions. For in- 
stance, an page 802, after mentioning my reception of 
your delegation, the -statement is made that “the delega- 
tion considered that its appeal to President Wilson forced 
Chairman Adamson to act, after four years’ refusal even 
to make an appointment;” and a little further on, in the 
same paragraph, the statement is made that “Chairman 
Adamson was alone in his opposition to the measure.” 
A further malignity is shown by the suggestion that an 
afternoon session was proposed by the committee after 
I had said we couldn’t have a meeting during the sessions 
of the House. 

Now, after your misbehavior in the morning and your 
ill-mannered and unfair correspondence and your misstate- 
ments to the President, you came in my office and pro- 
posed to apologize, and I took you to be sincere and met 
you in the same spirit and told you everything was all 
right if you would make that apology to the committee 
publicly instead of to me. You agreed to do so, and did 
do so. Then, in a preliminary statement, I stated the true 
history of the case. 

Now I don’t know whether you inspired that report in 
The Traffic World or not. If you did your apology and 
professions of fair conduct amount to little. If you didn’t 


write the statement it was evidently furnished by some- 
body who was inspired by what you had said and done. 
Therefore I think it proper that I should call your atten- 
tion to the injustice. 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


891 


The statements and insinuations are all false. I per- 
sonally received the gentlemen, leaving business on the 
floor of the House to do so, after I had advised you I 
couldn’t make an engagement at that time. I stated to 
the gentlemen the facts—that the committee would in 
due course consider their bill; then I started to return 
to the House, where I was busy. My clerk came in and 
informed me you were engaging in.some disorderly con- 
duct in the committee room and I returned there and 
inquired what was the trouble; then some other gentle- 
men addressed me in a respectful manner and I listened 
to them. I stated to them the truth, that we couldn’t 
hold a meeting of the committee during the session of 
the House, and that the committee’s calendar was full for 
several days, but that I would ask the members of the 
committee voluntarily to come and hear them the next 
morning. That seemed to please the other gentlemen and 
they agreed to it, and I did invite the members of the 
committee to come the next morning, and it was not in 
the afternoon at all, as stated in The Traffic World. 

The statement that I had refused for four years to 
make an engagement with you is false. You have been 
constantly assured you could find me in my office at any 
time the House was not in session, and that I could te 
gotten from the floor of the House very easily if it was 
in session. 

The statement, with an insinuation drawn, that I was 
opposed to the bill is an ill-natured gratuity. I am no 
more opposed to that bill than I can be said to be opposed 
to a great many other bills that are proposed. My duty, 
acting on oath, with more sense of responsibility than 
some people seem to feel, requires that I know sometaing 
about a bill before I vote to report it. As stated to your 
gentlemen the morning of the hearing, there are a great 


‘ many bills pressing for hearing that I am just as careful 


to investigate and be certain about as I am about that 
proposition, and your hearing has been“expedited by the 
voluntary consent of the gentlemen pressing those other 
bills. I had no authority to set their bills aside for this 
and would not do so, but when I asked them if they 
wanted to yield to this bill they did so, and then the hear- 
ing proceeded, and a full statement was made by me in 
the opening of the hearing, and I would like for The 
Traffic World and other journals, if they pretend to state 
the truth, to take their statements of my official conduct 
from the record instead of prejudiced misrepresentations 
from people who cannot see anything but their own Dill. 
This committee is charged with the regulation of trans- 
portation, not banking. No man is more anxious than I 
to facilitate exchange and cash payments for the producis 
of the people, but it must be done without impairing the 
facilities for transportation. That consideration was never 
brought to the attention of the bankers, nor the bar asso- 
ciation, nor any of the peeple who have indorsed your 
bill, and our committee is compelled to give it attention, 
but to say the chairman or anybody else is opposed to 
legislation “because he is honest and cautious and feels 
compelled to investigate and understand its effect on 
transportation, is unjust and ridiculous. 

The concluding statement of that article on page (2 
is a poor excuse for a fair and honest statement and, in- 
stead of stating that “Mr. Adamson had read into the 
record,” etc., it seems to me an honest reporter would 
have said that during Mr. Haight’s testimony the chair- 
man called attention to a letter from Mr. C. C. Wright, 
who desired his letter to be made a part of the record, 
the chairman stating that he did so in order that the 
committee might ask the views of Mr. Haight on the 
letter while he was on the stand. 

On page 803, another article in The Traffic World froni 
the Traffic Service News Bureau, Colorado Building, 
Washington, D. C., states that “when your delegation 
reached the commitee rooms Mr. Adamson said, “I think 
the committee will reach your bill a few months hence. 
I must bid you good morning. I must leave you; turned 
on his heel and walked out.” That statement is so false 
and garbled as to appear malicious. When I learned that 
the gentlemen were m my office, wanting to see me, I 
came up and shook hands with every one of them, made 
them a polite, full amd courteous statement, explained to 
them the condition of the committee’s docket, the busi- 
ness of the House, the fact that other bills were pressing 
for consideration and that their bill would receive con- 
sideration in due time, and that there was no danger of 
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its being neglected until Congress adjourned. The next 
sentence about your performance I have already referred 
to. The false implication that it occurred so nearly in 
connection with my statement is unjust. I am glad I 
wasn’t present to witness your performance. 

I have no sort of objection to your glorification in those 
articles, but the defamation of myself officially, either by 
direct statement or implication, I do most positively ob- 
ject to. As chairman of this committee I see that every- 
body and every interest gets a fair showing, and I am so 
sorry that these publications don’t bear out the sincerity 
of your apologies that I am constrained to write you this 
letter. I shall send a copy of it to Mr. Haight and also 
to The Traffic World. 

Yours truly, 
W. C. Adamson. 

Washington, D. C., April 22, 1916. ° 





Hon, William C. Adamson: 

My Dear Judge: In the matter of Pomerene Senate bill 
No. 19, I am in receipt of your favor of April 22. 

I do not know why you thus wrote to me in the lan- 
guage you have used, because I have done nothing to 
justify your letter. 

I never at any time did or said anything with the in- 
tention of hurting your feelings or causing any reflection 
on you. When I learned that you believed (although I 
think without cause) that what I had said hurt your feel- 
ings, I called on you and told you there was no intention 
or desire on my part to injure your feelings or refiect 
on you, and if you believed you had been reflected on 
I should be very glad to make due amends. 

Do you not think the tables have now turned and that 
you owe me an apology for what you have written in 
your letter of April 22? 

When representatives of the press call on me (and the 
matter is not of a private nature) I attempt to state to 
them the facts imparially. I am not responsible, how- 
ever, for what they write. You refer specifically to The 
Traffic World of April 15 and, as I am a subscriber thereto, 
of course, I saw the issue of April 15. I have likewise 
seen the issue of the 22d, which came to my hands this 
morning. 

The local representative of The Traffic World is a 
splendid fellow and talked to me and my secretary about 
the Pomerene bill and I gave him an impartial statement 
of the facts. He probably has many sources of informa- 
tion. I am not responsible for what he writes. 

I have contributed articles to The Traffic World and 
when anything appears in The Traffic World coming from 
me it appears over my signature, and I then stand re- 
sponsible for the same. 

You and I have radically different views about the 
Pomerene bill, and you are entitled to your views and I 
am entitled to mine. 1 expect to state my views as fairly, 
frankly and as forcibly as lies in my power. So that 
there may be no mistake as to what my views are, I 
have put them in writing in the form of a brief over 
my signature and sent them to the printer, and he has 
promised to deliver me printed copies early to-morrow 
morning, which I will then present to your committee. 
I expect to attend at least a part of the hearings of your 
committee to-morrow, but I doubt whether I shall be able 
to attend any more, because I go into a protracted hear- 
ing of the “Coal Cases” before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission on Wedneday, and I do not know how long 
the same will last or just when the same will be ad- 
journed for further hearings. 

There is no reason in the world why a discussiun of 
the merits of the Pomerene bill should be turned into a 
personal matter. You are mistaken (innocently, of course) 
about a number of facts, as I shall show in my forth- 
coming brief, wherein I shall fortify my statements wher- 
ever possible by references to printed documents. 

I notice you say you are sending a copy of your letter 
of April 22 to Mr. Haight and to The Traffic World. In 
view of this fact, I assume it will be fair and proper that 
[ send a copy of this letter to Mr. Plaight and The Traffic 
World. 

Yours truly, 
Francis B. James, 

Chairman, Committee on Commerce, Trade and Com- 
mercial Law of the American Bar Association. 

Washington, D. C., April 24, 1916. 
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fon. Francis B. James: 

Dear Sir: I have your favor of this date, and ‘you 
entirely missed the point of my complaint. Nobody ob- 
jects to your entertaining any views you please—and I 
doubt your authority to assume what my views are—but 
be that as it may, I am on.a committee and under oath 
and charged with due consideration of measures, and I 
cannot go wild and fiy off at tangents, like some of vou 
do. The matter of my complaint is that because I can- 
not be dragooned into going wild over other people’s prop- 
ositions, I am to be slandered personally and officially 
about it. Of course, I don’t know just how much of the 
stuff in The Traffic World you inspired, but I wrote you 
the letter because it sounded a good deal like some cf 
the things you had been saying, and because you had been 
taking .the lead in all the performances down here in 
connection with that bill. You need not imagine for a 
moment that any misrepresentations you or anybody else 
may make will in the least affect my official conduct. I 
expect to go ahead and hear the different people who 
testify about the bill, and then I expect to confer with 
the committee as to reporting the bill, either as it is or 
in amended form or by substitute or whatever the com- 
mittee sees proper to do, and then when it goes to the 
floor of the House I intend to state my views clearly 
there, and, incidentally, it may be necessary to pay re- 
spects to some of the methods pursued by those who 
have advocated it and persecuted and slandered zentle- 
men who didn’t fall in rapidly enough to satisfy their 
own notions. It is not differing from any views of mine 
that I object to; it is misrepresenting and abusing me for 
acting conscientiously, cautiously and deliberately on an 
important matter. 

Yours truly, 
W. C. Adamson. 

Washington, D. C., April 24, 1916. 





Hon. William C. Adamson: 

My Dear Judge: I am in receipt of your favor of April 
24 in the matter of Pomerene Senate bill 19. 

There is very little, if any, that I can add to my letter 
of the 24th in answer to yours of the 22d. I deeply regret 
you entertain toward me the sentiments you do, because 
I have no personal animosity toward you. The differences 
on my part are purely impersonal and pertain to the 
merits or demerits of the Pomerene bill. Until this mat- 
ter is over any matter I may give to the press will be 
reduced to writing, so that if any question arises I shall 
be able to show any person interested just what I did say. 

So as to make perfectly clear my views on Pomerene 
Senate bill 19, I shall submit to you and your committee 
a brief over my signature. In view of my engagements 
before the Interstate Commerce Commission in the coal 
cases this will probably be my last appearance before 
your committee in connection with Pomerene Senate bill 
19. 

I told your secretary you and I ought to be friends, and 
[ firmly believe that when we get to know each other 
we will become friends. 

I assume you are sending copies of your letter of April 
24 to Mr. Haight and The Traffic World and to make the 
correspondence complete. 

Very respectfully, 
Francis B. James. 

Washington, D. C., April 25, 1916. 





Hon. Francis B. James: ~ 

Dear Sir: I have your favor of this date and have no 
desire to entertain any animosity toward you or anybody 
else, but I do object to being misrepresented, officially and 
personally, on account of my canscientious discharge of 
my duties. If you are not to blame for any of these mis- 
representations I would be glad to know it, but as to your 


interviews and reports of my conduct I suggest that news- 


paper men who want to know the truth can find that with 
more accuracy if they will come to the committee room 
and see me or look at the record. 

There is no question at all between us about what your 
attitude is as to any legislation; that is another question, 
nor are you or the public at liberty to talk about what 
my attitude is, as I have not yet aSsumed any attitude. 
I will act conscientiously with the best lights before me 
at the proper time, but what I am objecting to is the 
persistent and continued misrepresentations by somebody 
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of the truth as to my attitude and official conduct. I 
thought I was justified in addressing you on the subject 
on account of your previous correspondence and your pub- 
lications in the papers, but, regardless of whether yuu 
or anybody else is responsible, I expect hereafter to brand 
every misrepresentation promptly and to let the world 
know this committee deals fairly with all questions sub- 
mitted to it, regardless of contrary statements. 
Yours truly, 
W. C. Adamson. 


Washington, D. C., April 25, 1916. 


Hon. William C. Adamson: 

My Dear Judge: In the matter of Pomerene Senate bill 
19, I am in receipt of your favor of April 25 and am very 
much pleased at the sentiment that you express and which 
I warmly reciprocate. I wish to thank you very much, 
indeed, for your courtesy at the hearing this morning. 

Mr. C. C. Wright, general solicitor for the Chicago & 
Northwestern Railway Co., and I met this afternoon and 
reached an understanding. We put it in a form of memo- 


randum of suggestions to be printed and I had a messen- | 


ger take these to the Capitol this afternoon to be dis- 
tributed among the members of the House committee on 
interstate and foreign commerce. 

I regret exceedingly that I will not be able to attend 
the hearing of your committee to-morrow, because 1 go 
into the coal cases before the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, where I represent the coal operators of West 
Virginia, Kentucky and Tennessee. 

Mr. Anderson will attend the hearing of the committee 
tomorrow and formally present copies of this memoran- 
dum so that it can be incorporated in the record if you 
so desire. 

A couple of representatives of the press were in and 
I dictated a memorandum which I gave them, so that there 
could not possibly be any misunderstanding about the 
facts. As is probabie I will not be able to attend the 
future meetings on account of the coal cases, and if any 
more of the representatives of the press come in for in- 
formation I shall be very glad indeed to refer them to 
you, as suggested in your letter. 

With personal regards and best wishes, I am, 

Yours sincerely, 
Francis B. James. 

P. S.—In one of your former letters you said that vou 
had sent correspondence to The Traffic World. In view 
of the fact that all matters have been cleared, do you not 
think that it would be a good idea for you to wire The 
Traffic World to not publish this correspondence? 

Francis B. James. 

Washington, D. C., April 25, 1916. 


Hon. Francis B. James: 

Dear Sir: I have your favor of the. 25th instant and 
am glad you and Mr. Wright made some progress in the 
way of improving the bill. When we reach the consid- 
eration of the bill we will take up your memorandum. 

As to your -suggestion about wiring The Traffic World; 
you seem to persist in failing to see the point. I have 
been slandered in The Traffic World, personally and offi- 
cially, and I intend for the world to know it. If you had 
wired The Traffic World promptly, as you apologized to 
the committee that morning, that I had been misunder- 
stood and misrepresented, that would have been the 
shortest way out of the trouble. I don’t know that it is 
too late for you to do it yet. That would certainly be 
a just and graceful way to wind the matter up. I am 
going to send them thé statement I made in opening the 
hearing, which is the true one, and only true one, I have 
seen of the history of this legislation. 

Yours truly, 
W. C. Adamson. 

Washington, D. C., April 26, 1916. 


Hon. Wm. C. Adamson: 

My Dear Judge: In the matter of Pomerene Senate 
bill 19, I am in receipt of your favor of April 26th. I 
have never seen the transcript of the proceedings and 
iherefore I have no transcript of what I said on the 
morning of the opening of the hearing. This is available 
'O you and you are at liberty to send this to The Traffic 
World, and I shall be very glad to have you do so. I am 
sending The Traffic World a complete copy of our cor- 
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respondence, and your judgment seems to be good that 
same should be published. 

I am very much tied. up at present in the coal cases 
before the Interstate Commerce Commission, wherein I 
represent the coal operators of West Virginia, Kentucky 
and Tennessee, that I cannot put my mind on anything 
else, and you will, therefore, I am sure, pardon the brevity 
of this letter. 

With personal regards and well wishes, I am 

Yours very truly, 
Francis B. James. 

Washington, D. C., April 26, 1916. 


POMERENE BILL AGREEMENT 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


Agreement in full as to what the Pomerene bill defining 
the liability of a carrier under its bill of lading should 
contain, if the House committee on interstate and foreign 
commerce decides to report it favorably, has been reached 
by Francis B. James, chairman of ‘the American Bar Asso- 
ciation’s Committee on Commerce, Trade and Commercial 
Law, and C. C. Wright, general solicitor for the Chicago 
& Northwestern, acting not only for that railroad, but for 
R. B. Scott, general attorney for the Burlington, and W. F. 
Dickinson, commerce counsel for the Rock Island, the three 
railroad attorneys who have taken part in the considera- 
tion of the measure. 

This understanding is the result of a suggestion made 
by Chairman Adamson of the House committee, at the 
hearing April 25, when the objections of railroad counsel 
were being uttered by C. C. Wright and C. J. Faulkner. 
The latter discussed merely the question as to whether 
Congress has the power to require railroads to issue bills 
of lading that may be used as banking paper. He main- 
tained that the Constitution forbids anything of that kind. 
Mr. Wright did not appear to subscribe to Mr. Faulkner’s 
views, although he did not controvert them. 

When Mr. Wright had finished his argument the chair- 
man invited Mr. James to ask questions and participate 
in the general discussion. The questions passing back and 
forth betweén Messrs. Wright and James showed that the 
difference had practically narrowed down to section 21, 
which, in the form as passed by the Senate, forbids a car- 
rier, when a car is loaded at a station where the carrier 
maintains an agent and the shipper, in writing, asks the 
carrier to count the packages, to insert in the bill any 
words showing that the contents are according to the 
“shipper’s weight, load and count.” Chairman Adamson 
suggested that it might be well for Mr. Wright and Mr. 
James to get together, humorously remarking that they 
seemed to be having a “love feast” between themselves 
and showing other signs of an ability to agree upon the 
subject. 

When the committee resumed its hearing April 26 Mr. 
Faulkner continued_his argument to show the unconstitu- 
tionality of the bill, but Messrs. James and Wright re- 
ported their agreement with respect to the disputed sec- 
tion. They also reported in favor of small changes in the 
wording of sections 14 and 25. For instance, they inserted 
the word “theft” in the first mentioned so as to make it 
agree with a preceding section, the draftsman or printer 
having left it out. Out of deference to views expressed 
by Commissioner Hall they amplified the word “charges” 
in section 25 so as to show that it included all charges 
that were included in lawful tariffs. Then they agreed to 
suggest to the committee that, if it desired to report the 
bill favorably, it strike out section 21 as passed by the 
Senate, which reads as follows: 


Section 21. That when goods are loaded by a shipper, at a 
place where the carrier maintains an agency, such carrier shall, 
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on written request of such shipper, and when given a reason- 
able opportunity by the shipper so to do, count the packages of 
goods if package freight and ascertain the kind and quantity 
of bulk freight, within a reasonable time after such written 
request, and such carrier shall not, in such cases, insert in 
the bill of lading, or in any notice, receipt, contract, rule, 
regulation or tariff, “Shippers’ weight, load and count,” or 
other words of like purport indicating that the goods were 
loaded by the shipper and the description of them made by 
him. If so inserted, cantrary to the provisions of this section, 
said words shall be treated as null and void and as if not 
inserted therein. 


As a substitute for this section deleted, they agreed to 
suggest the following: 


Section 21. That when package freight or bulk freight is 
loaded by a shipper and the goods are described in a bill of 
lading merely by a statement of marks or labels upon them or 
upon packages containing them, or by a statement that the 
goods are said to be goods of a certain kind or quantity, or in 
a certain condition, or it is stated in the bill of lading that 
packages are said to contain goods of a certain kind or quan- 
tity or in a certain condition, or that the contents vr condition 
of the contents of packages are unknown, or words of like 
purport are contained in the bill of lading, such statements, if 
true, shall not make liable the carrier issuing the bill of lading, 
although the goods are not of the kind or quantity or in the 
condition which the marks or labels upon them ‘indicate, or of 
the kind or quantity or in the condition they were said to be 
by the consignor. The carrier may also by inserting in the 
bill of l-ding the words ‘‘shipper’s weight, load and count,”’ or 
other words of like purport, indicate that the goods were loaded 
by the shipper and the description of them made by him; and 
if such statement be true, the carrier shall not be liable for 
damages caused by the improper loading or by the non-receipt 
or by the misdescription of the goods described in the bill of 
lading. 


The bill is one of 46 sections. Its primary object is to 
make a bill of lading a negotiable instrument that will bind 
the issuing carrier to deliver the goods specified therein 
to the holder of a negotiable bill and make it an offense 
to forge, alter, counterfeit or otherwise make the bill of 
lading an instrument for fraud, punishable by a fine not 
exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding five 
years, or both, 

At present a bill of lading is not positive evidence of 
anything, and it is no offense to alter or forge one, except 
under the laws of 15 states, each of which has enacted a 
law substantially the same as the Pomerene bill, as it will 
be when amended in accordance with the suggestions 
agreed upon by Messrs. James and Wright. The effect of 
the agreed suggestions is to make the bill more nearly like 
the laws of the 15 states mentioned. As passed by the 
Senate, it was more drastic on the subject of “shipper’s 
load, count and weight” of cars loaded at stations where 
the issuing carrier maintains an agent. 

The bill is the outcome of a four-year effort on the part 
of the American Bar Association, the American Bankers’ 
Association, the National Industrial Traffic League and a 
dozen other commercial and traffic organizations. Until 
an appeal was made to President Wilson on April 10, by 
about 50 members of the various organizations fighting 
for the bill, no action could be obtained in the House com- 
mittee. 

It is not certain now that anything will come of the mat- 
ter at this session of Congress. The committee has been 
counted as hostile, chiefly because it was believed that 
its chairman was opposed to legislation, largely because 
he appeared to question whether such a change in the 
liability of carriers could be made without seriously 
impairing the efficiency of the transportation system of 
the country, through the imposition of a heavy burden of 
expense to supervise the issuance of bills for which they 
would be responsible. 


ARGUMENT ON COAL TARIFFS 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


An argument that contained some law and a great deal 
of psychology was made to the Commission on the after- 
noon of April 13 in I. and S. No. 755, Coal Rates from In- 





Vol. XVII, No. 18 


diana and Illinois Mines to Points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Wisconsin and Michigan. C. R. Hillyer appeared for the 
protesting operators of the Illinois Coal Operators’ Associa- 
tion, the Indiana Bituminous Coal Operators’ Association. 
Central Illinois Coal Operators’ Association and the Coal 
Operators’ Traffic Bureau of St. Louis, while C. S. Humburg, 
E. S. Ballard and Mr. Peters appeared for the railroads. 

These tariffs should have been part of I. and S. No. 555 
and they would have been if the printer had got them 
ready in time, argued the railroad lawyers, in substance. 
“You allowed advances in that case now do as much for 
these roads in the western part of Central Freight Asso- 
ciation territory as you did for the roads immediately 
west of the river whose rates were even higher than those 
east of the river.” 


“This is a part of the Eastern Advanced Rate case,” 
contended Mr. Hillyer. “These rates were proposed in 
that case. In effect, it is an effort on the part of these 
carriers to persuade you to reopen that case. You will 
remember that I came to each of you personally, and then 
collectively, asking you to reopen that part of I. and §S. 
No. 555 pertaining to coal rates. You will remember that 
you did not give me an opportunity to get out of the city 
before denying me a further opportunity to persuade you 
that you had made an error. Now be as firm with these 
railroads as you were with me and ask them if they do 
not take your decisions seriously.” 

Mr. Hillyer had an elaborate argument to show the com- 
petition that his clients meet from other parts of the ter- 
ritory east of the river, but the insistence of the carriers 
that the Commission should treat the Indiana and Illinois 
mines as meeting the competition of mines west of the 
Mississippi, made’ it necessary, he thought, to counter the 
arguments of the railroad lawyers in the psychological way 
in which he treated the matter. 


MOBILE COMPLAINT ARGUED 

THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 

Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

John S. Burchmore and M. P. Calloway, on April 14, 

argued the complaint of the Mobile Chamber of Commerce 

against the adjustment of cotton rates to Mobile in com- 

parison with the rate adjustment to south Atlantic port;, 

Mobile claiming that the carriers showed a preference 

for the ocean ports, to the detriment of Mobile. The 

question has been up in other complaints and the Com- 

mission has attempted to deal with it, especially on that 

part pertaining to delivery to Mobile proper and to Mobile 
docks. 


Apparently the question was a contest merely as to 
which side could remember the most rates applying from 
points lying west of a line drawn north and south from 
La Grange through Montgomery to Mobile, on the one 
hand, and rates from those points to Savannah and Bruns- 
wick, on the other. Mr. Burchmore asserted that for a 
one-line haul into Mobile they charged more, distances 
being equal, than they imposed over a two-line haul to 
the Atlantic ports. 

Mr. Calloway, with equal emphasis, contended that, dis- 
tances being equal, the rates to Mobile are as favora»dle 
to that point as to the ocean ports, notwithstanding the 
fact that the railroads serving the ocean ports were built 
primarily to get the cotton grown in the interior to Sa- 
vannah and other ocean ports, and not to carry westward 
in competition with the water routes leading to Mobile 
or other Gulf ports. 
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Transcontinental Rate Question 


Hearing and Argument on Application for Readjustment — Railroads Oppose Application 
But Some Difference of Opinion Among Them Is Disclosed—Applicants 


“THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


It is the judgment of steamship.men that it will be 
two years, if not longer, before the ships that used the 
Panama Canal before that waterway was closed by slides 
return to that-service, even if the European war comes to 
an end in the near future. It is their further judgment 
that it will be five years before the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission can remove a rock ledge now sliding toward the 
canal so as to make it reasonably certain that there will 
not be another such interruption in coast-to-coast water 
line transportation such as has just been partly removed. 

It is the further judgment of the same steamship au- 
thorities that the ships which went out of the coast-to- 
roast business when the canal was closed will not return to 
it, even if the canal remains open, until rates on iron and 
steel to South American ports come down to rates from 
coast to coast. At present the ships of the Luckenbach 
Steamship Co. are receiving from $25 to $30 a ton on iron 
and steel from New York to the Rio Plata in South Amer- 
ica. If they desired to return to the coast-to-coast busi- 
ness they could receive no more than the all-rail rates. 
The latter are $11 a ton from Chicago and Mississippi 
River crossings and $13 a ton from Pittsburgh; that is to 
say, they could not get ma@re than the 55-cent rate from 
Chicago and Mississippi River crossings authorized by the 
Commission in its Schedule C fourth section order and 
the amendment thereto authorizing a 65-cent rate from 
Pittsburgh. 


The foregoing is an epitome of testimony given at the 
first session of the Commission to hear testimony and 
argument on the application of the Spokane Merchants’ 
Association for a readjustment of transcontinental rates, 
under Schedule C, in view of what is asserted in its peti- 
tion to be the changed condition brought about by the 
closing of the canal and the unprecedented hoisting of 
water rates by the European war. 


The Commission had allotted only one day to both 
testimony and argument, but it became apparent, long 
before the first session had come to an end that the mat- 
ter would continue, unless the Commission used the 
muffler in a drastic manner, for several days, if not a week. 


H. D. Hamilton, traffic manager for the Luckenbach 
Steamship Co., was the only witness on the stand at the 
opening session. His judgments, which he said seem to 
reflect the views of other steamship men, are the ones 
used in the opening paragraphs. 


Attitude of the Railroads 


“I dislike to argue a case in the middle of testimony,” 
said Fred H. Wood, representing the Southern Pacific, 
when, in the midst of his cross-examination, he stopped 
to make an important declaration of position in answer 
to a query from James B. Campbell, attorney for the 
Spokane petitioner. “When the time comes I shall take 
the position that there is nothing in the record warrant- 
ing or requiring this Commission to make any changes in 
the orders heretofore issued.” 


That declaration caused a buzz of comment in the large 


Put Steamship Men on the Stand 





crowd of traffic managers, because it was the first hint 
of the position the transcontinental railroads would take 
on the suggestion of the Spokane and other intermountain 
interests. It indicated that the Pacific coast points, rep- 
resented at the attorneys’ table by Seth Mann, of San 
Francisco, and Joseph N. Teal, of Portland, would have 
the help of the rail carriers in their fight for a continu- 
ance of the existing conditions. 

At the beginning of the hearing the Spokane and other 
intermountain interests expected to place on the stand 
only Mr. Hamilton and H. E. D. Jackson, traffic manager 
for the American-Hawaiian line. Mr. Wood, so far as 
indicated at that time, had no thought of placing wit- 
nesses on the stand. His cross-examination of Mr. Ham- 
ilton was taken to indicate that he would make his side 
of the case by means of cross-examination. In the course 
of his questioning of Mr. Hamilton he put into the record 
three or four exhibits that Mr. Hamilton had used in 
other phases of the intermountain case when Mr. Hamilton 
was endeavoring to show that while the ship lines were 
operating they had not put the rates down so low as to 
warrant the rail lines making the cuts they were pro- 
posing in their applications for further relief from the 
terms of the original intermountain order and its sup- 
plement, known as schedule €. Frank Lyon, attorney for 
the ship lines, endeavored to expedite the hearing by 
saying he would be glad to have the Commission consider 
all the exhibits prepared by Mr. Hamilton. Mr. Wood, 
however, insisted upon conducting his cross-examination 
in his own way. 

Considerable sparring took place. The intermountain peo- 
ple wanted to know what interest the coast people had in 
the matter, but Messrs, Mann and Teal did not make any 
statements. Commissioner Hall asked Mr. Hamilton what 
interest his company had in the matter and whom he rep- 
resented. 

“He represents the Luckenbach line. I am attorney for 
that line and for the American-Hawaiian line,” said Frank 
Lyon. “He is here to give the Commission whatever light 
he can throw upon the situation.” 

H. F. Bartine, for the Nevada and Idaho commissions, in- 
tervened at that point to make the status of the witness 
more clear. 

“The Nevada and Idaho commissions are parties to this 
proceeding,” said he, “and we have the right to get wit- 
nesses where we can. Mr. Hamilton is our witness.” 

Chairman Meyer asked Mr. Bartine if he desired to ask 
the witness any questions. Mr. Lyon during the querying 
as to who was who and why, said he did not know whether 
the questions he was asking were in re-direct examination 
or cross-examination, Commissioner Hall having expressed 
a desire to know the status of the proceedings at that 
point. He said it made no difference to him what it was 
called and that the witness is an officer of the Luckenbach 
company, his client. 

At one point Mr. Campbell said the inter-mountain com- 
munities appeared to be suffering on account of the spleen 
between the railroads and the shipping interests. 
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“Well, if there is spleen, we don’t want to hear about 
it,” said the chairman. 

Canal Traffic Conditions 

Mr. Hamilton, in opening, said the canal traffic was at 
its height in the spring of 1915, just about nine months 
after the canal was opened to the public. At that time 
business was very good and there was a large movement 
offered. When the canal was closed last fall there were 
five companies operating regular service over that route. 
The American-Hawaiian had six vessels in the service, the 
Panama-Pacific Line had two ships, W. R. Grace & Co. 
had four ships, the Luckenbach Line had seven ships and 
a Philadelphia line had one or two vessels in the service. 

Mr. Hamilton pointed out that at the present time there 
are no companies engaged in the canal traffic. He said 
his company had two vessels which used the canal due 
to arrive in New York that day, but that when they were 
unloaded they would’ be discharged from that service. 
His ‘company has two other vessels which have used the 
canal due to arrive at San Francisco next week. They 
likewise will be discharged as soon as they are unloaded. 
He declared that the vessels previously used in the canal 
traffic have been scattered all over the world. 

The witness went on to explain why he thought these 
vessels will not be returned to the canal] trade for many 
years to come. He said that at present a boat is equiva- 
lent to a gold’ mine, and that the foreign trade is paying 
about two and one-half times better than the coastwise 
trade. Notwithstanding these better profits in the foreign. 
trade, Mr. Hamilton said, his line would have been willing 
to have retained a few ships in the Panama Canal service 
merely to retain a name in that trade. But the steamship 
people have not been able to obtain any assurances from 
the authorities that the Panama Canal will be kept open 
permanently. 

Mr, Hamilton explained that the engineers in charge of 
the canal have found a large, rocky ledge which is grad- 
ually moving toward and closing the canal. Until this is 
absolutely removed it is impossible to assure that the canal 
will be permanently opened, he said. The witness said it 
would require two years more to remove this ledge and 
that it will probably be five years before the authorities can 
give definite assurances that the canal is permanently open 
and free from slides. 

In the meantime, the ship lines which previously used 
this waterway have diverted their vessels. Now that the 
other uses found for these steamers have been made so 
profitable it will be a long time before the Panama service 
regains its previous importance, he said. Speaking for 
the Luckenbach people, Mr. Hamilton said that five of their 
vessels are now chartered for the Orient. While they are 
engaged on rate charters they will probably be away for 
eight or nine months to come. He pointed out that the 
European war has opened up many new traffic fields for 
American vessels which they have never before engaged 
in. American vessels, he said, are now being engaged in 
bringing nitrates from the west coast of South America; 
they are taking coal to Brazil and Argentine, and are 
carrying case oil to the Far East, and taking other new 
lines of traffic. 


Condition Not Transitory 
This situation, Mr. Hamilton said, is not transitory. 
American vessels may expect good business and high ocean 
freight rates in the overseas traffic for many years to 
come. He expressed the opinion that the present high 
rates will prevail for “a good many years” after the war 
is over. When asked why he thought high ocean rates 
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would prevail long after the war, Mr. Hamilton explained 
that after the war (1) vessels will be engaged in taking 
the troops home, (2) there will be need of ships to re- 
provision Europe, (3) the war has destroyed much and is ex- 
pected to destroy much more ocean tonnage, (4) the mer- 
chant ships of the belligerents which have been interned 
by the war are fast deteriorating and their usefulness after 
the war will be considerably decreased, (5) all the powers 
at war are shutting down on shipbuilding inasmuch as 
their shipyards are needed for government work, and (6) 
the vessels which are requisitioned by the governments 
during the war will be run to pieces and be ready for scrap 
when peace is declared. 

Mr. Hamilton said his line was about to obtain time 
charters for its vessels at good prices running for about 
four years to come, but it had refused. It considers that 
the rate charter is much better because it is willing to 
gamble on the supposition that the future will bring them 
greater profits. This he advanced as his opinion despite 
the fact that the cost of building and operating vessels 
has materially increased in the last year and will probably 
increase more before the war is over. He called attention 
to the recent increases in the wage scale, and prophesied 
that the ship lines were going to have considerable diffi- 
culty within the next few months in obtaining the crews 
necessary to run the vessels. Mr. Hamilton said that 
seamen were being diverted to other lines of endeavor. 

After outlining this situation the witness applied it to 
the canal competition with the transcontinental rail lines. 
He declared that there is at present no water competition 
through the canal and thought there would be no material 
competition in this line for a number of years. He said 
it was probable that the-Pacific Coast canners would re- 
sort to the expediency of purchasing some of the lake 
steamers and putting them in the Panama Canal service 
to bring canned goods to the eastern markets. Mr. Hamil- 
ton declared, however, that this would not be material 
competition with the rail lines inasmuch as there will be 
all the traffic desired for both services, rail and the water. 
He also called attention to the fact that the mills and 
fabricating plants on the coast are very active, but these 
mills have not a large quantity of iron and steel on hand 
and will require a large movement for some time to come. 
Nevertheless, these mills are far behind in their orders and, 
inasmuch as premiums are being offered for early deliv- 
eries, it is not likely that the mills will trust their de- 
liveries to the uncertainties and delays of water carriers. 


Iron and Steel Rates 

Mr. Hamilton also contended that the iron and steel rate 
which his line was quoting when the canal was closed last 
fall was not much below the rail rate. His line was then 
quoting a rate of 50 cents, but when there was added to 
that the insurance, the transfer charges and the inland 
rate, it amounted to 71 cents, whereas the rail rate was 
75 cents. 

To illustrate the situation, Mr. Hamilton said that in 
normal times the rate on oil in cases is from 25 to 30 cents 
per case, while now it is from $1.90 to $2 per case of ten 
cans. On coal.from Cardiff, Wales, to South American 
ports the rate is now $25 a ton. In normal times it is 
eight shillings, or something less than $2 per ton. From 
Newport News to Boston, in normal times, the rate is from 
50 to 70 cents a ton; now from $2.25 to $2.50. 

“These abnormal rates are normal now,” added Mr. 
Hamilton. He then said that for the 200-mile shorter haul 
from New York to Rio Janeiro the rate on iron and steel 
is from $25 to $30 a ton, while the rate from New York 
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to San Francisco, governed by the 55-cent all-rail rate 
from Chicago and the 65-cent rate from Pittsburgh, is only 
$11 and $13 per ton, at which-no ship, of course, will look. 

Answering questions by Mr. Teal on cross-examination, 
Mr. Hamilton admitted that the Luckenbach company 
feels under no obligation to maintain service through the 
canal while it can obtain so much higher rates for service 
between other ports. He said that always has been the 
rule with regard to water transportation. The ships go 
where freights are highest unless they are held to a 
certain route by contracts with governments. Even the 
coastwise rates, he pointed out, have gone up. 

Answering a question by Mr. Lyon, Mr. Hamilton said 
(hat, even if the canal had remained open, the Pacific 
coast cities would have had to compete with the whole 
world for the services of ships. They would not have 
been able to command the low stable rates in effect be- 
fore the destruction of tonnage was begun by the central 
empires. — 

He quoted from memory a statement in a newspaper 
in which British Lloyds were represented as saying that 
the destruction of tonnage by the central powers is about 
three times as great as the construction of new ships. 
Mr. Wood asked him if he had not seen statements by 
the British admiralty that the new Construction is at a 
greater rate than the destruction. 

“Yes, I have seen that statement also,” said Mr. Ham- 
liton, “but I also have noticed that water rates continue 
to go up, as if the destruction were greater than the 
renewals.” 

Those who entered appearances at the hearing were: 
F. A. Jones, Arizona commission; Jos. L. Bristow, Kansas 
Commission; M. H. Aylesworth, Colorado Public Utility 
Commission; E. C. Lindley, Great Northern; Chas. Don- 
nelly, Northern Pacific; O. T. Helpling, San Pedro, Wil- 
mington and San Diego, Cal.; Jos. N. Teal; L. E. L. Bunch, 
American Brake Shoe & Foundry Co.; Seth Mann, San 
Francisco Chamber of Commerce; Fred H. Wood, Southern 
Pacific; W. H. Matson, Chas. Clifford and Frank Van 
Saux, for A. Lachman and others, San Francisco; A. E. 
Helm, Kansas commission; C. L. Lingo, Inland Steel 
Company and others; Jay W. McKune, Tacoma Com- 
mercial Club and Chamber of Commerce; D. H. Shults, 
American Sugar Refining Company, New York, N. Y.; 
Herbert Thompson, Union Carbide Co., New York; S. J. 
Wettrick, New Seattle (Wash.) Chamber of Commerce; 
W. S. McCarthy and H. W. Prickett, Traffic Bureau of 
Utah, Salt Lake; H. C. Barlow, Chicago Association of 
Commerce; Frank M. Hill, Fresno Traffic Association; 
J. B. Campbell, Spokane Merchants’ Association; J. G. 
Bradley, Sacramento Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation; Stanley E. Semple, Stockton Traffic Bureau; 
Martin Van Persyn, Wholesale Grocers’ Exchange of Chi- 
cago and Sprague, Warner & Co.; H. E. D. Jackson, 
American-Hawaliian S. S. Co., New York; H. D. Hamilton, 
luckenbach §S. §. Co., New York; Frank Lyon, Lucken- 
bach and American-Hawaiian companies; T. J. Norton, 
Santa Fe; Fred P. Gregson, Los Angeles Associated Job- 
bers; F. T. Bentley, Dlinois Manufacturers’. Association 
and Illinois Steel Co.; R. L. Hearon, Colorado Fuel & 
Iron Co.; F. W. Maxwell, Denver Transportation Bureau; 
A. F. Bartine and J. F. O’Shaughnessy, Nevada and Idaho 
commissions; Charles Kummich, Charleston Freight Ad- 
‘ustment Steering Committee; 7. ©. Lincoln, New York. 


Review of Shipping Business 


An interesting review of the shipping business the world 
over was given to the Commission at the afternoon ses- 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 897 


sion, April 24, by H. E. D. Jackson, traffic manager for 
the American-Hawaiian. 

“If the war should end in three months and present 
ocean rates should go down to one-half the figures at which 
they now stand, the American-Hawaiian could not re-enter 
the coast-to-coast business before the end of this year,” 
said Mr. Jackson, summing up on utterances previously 
made by him. “There has been no competition on coast- 
to-coast business since the first of February.” 

“Would you object to having the Interstate Commerce 
Commission supervise your rates?” asked J. N. Teal of 
Portland during the course of his cross-examination. 

“Surely not, if the Commission were given power to 
supervise shippers also,” answered Mr. Jackson. “Here is 
what I mean: Some time ago a shipper contracted with us 
to transport 4,000 tons of iron and steel articles. He re- 
served space. Then he found, as he said, the mill could 
not deliver the goods and that the prospective buyer did 
not want the stuff. We could not hold him to his reserva- 
tion. We went out into the market to get freight to take 
the place of his reservation, and we took less than the 
rate because we had to have something to take the place 
of that part of the cargo.” That phase of the subject was 
not pursued any farther. 

“Is it necessary for the railroads to cut any rates to get 
business?” asked Frank Lyon. 

“Not unless the Southern Pacific wants to get every 
pound of it,” said Mr. Jackson, who had previously said 
that, while the Southern Pacific and Morgan Line steamers 
publish a 40-cent rate from the Pacific Coast to New York 
via Galveston, they move nothing under it because they 
cannot get anything through. 

“There is business enough,” said Mr. Jackson, “for both 
steamships and railroads, under reasonable rates.” On 
cross-examination Mr, Teal asked about that declaration, 
and Mr. Jackson offered an explanation of what he thought 
were reasonable rates. Mr. Teal suggested that he define 
such rates. 

“Well, here is a situation: The local rate from Fresno 
to San Francisco is 271% cents. That is what a shipper 
must pay before he can turn his dried fruit over to us 
for further transportation,” said Mr. Jackson. ‘That haul 
is short and over a level stretch of country. That is the 
rate charged when the fruit is to go by the American- 
Hawaiian ships. For thirty cents the Southern Pacific 
will haul it over the mountains to Galveston and turn it 
over to the Morgan line steamers. That is not a reasonable 
adjustment.” 

Even if War Should End 

In his direct testimony Mr. Jackson said the ships are 
now engaged in transportation which will keep them occu- 
pied until the end of the year, so that even if the war 
should end soon, it is not likely any of them would be 
returned to the coast-to-coast business. Of the company’s 
twenty-six steamers, eighteen are in the South American 
trade, three in the Trans-Atlantic, three in the Trans- 
Pacific and two are carrying sugar from Hawaiian Island 
to San Francisco. None of the ships is engaged in the 
coast-to-coast business, the company having abandoned 
that trade so far as westbound traffic is concerned on 
February 8. Embargoes placed by the Southern Pacific 
and the Santa Fe, he said, have no effect on the Ameri- 
can-Hawaiian Line. 

Mr. Jackson submitted an exhibit showing rates and ton- 
nage in the coast-to-coast trade before it was abandoned. 
He called particular attention to a compact to carry cast- 
iron pipe at a rate of 40 cents per hundred, although the 
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prevailing rate was 45 cents. The lower rate was taken, 
he said, as the steamship company could not get cargoes 
it had contracted for, because they were tied up on rail 
lines, or in warehouses, while the cast-iron pipe, it was 
found, could be sent through to the steamship pier in New 
York from the mill without delay. The American-Hawaiian 
found it could take only 500 tons of the 1,300 involved, be- 
cause the 800 tons became tied up in the rail congestion 
around New York. The 800 tons arrived from 5 to 50 
days after the ship had gone. 

In another exhibit, covering 800 cars of freight carried 
to the Pacific Coast by six steamers of the American- 
Hawaiian, between’ December 9 and February 8, it was 
shown that it required from two to sixty-five days for 
the cars to reach the American-Hawaiian piers in New 
York, the average being twenty-five days. Most of the 
coast-to-coast service of the steamship company, after the 
closing of the canal, said Mr. Jackson, was via the Straits 
of Magellan, a haul of 13,500 miles. 

The contract for carrying sugar from the Hawaiian Isl- 
ands to refining points on the Atlantic seaboard, said Mr. 
Jackson, was being carried out, although the steamship 
company is losing $2 out of pocket on every ton trans- 
ported. The company, instead of transhipping the sugar 
across the Isthmus of Panama, is turning the sugar over 
to the railroads at San Francisco. Its contract calls for 
a rate of 50 cents a hundred delivered on the Atlantic sea- 
board. The rail rate from San Francisco to the Atlantic 
is 60 cents. Mr. Jackson said that was good business 
because turning the sugar over to the railroads at San 
Francisco enables the company to engage in the trans- 
atlantic trade at the high rates prevailing in that trade. 

He expressed the belief that the new South American 
trade built up during the war by American manufacturers 
and carried in American ships will continue for several 
years after the war before foreign interests can build 
enough tonnage to carry it. While the Panama-Pacific 
Steamship Co., said Mr. Jackson, had advertised that it 
would re-enter the coast-to-coast business when the canal 
opened, he said he had not heard of it soliciting any busi- 
ness. 

Mann Cross-Examines 

Cross-examination of Mr. Jackson was conducted by 
Seth Mann for the San Francisco interests, Joseph N. Teal 
for the north coast points and F. P. Gregson for Los An- 
geles. Mr. Mann asked questions tending to show that 
after the opening of the canal, the ship lines made more 
than when they were using the trans-isthmian lines, the 
Panama and Tehuantepec railroads. Mr. Jackson said-that 
while the contract with the last-mentioned railroad showed 
a 30-70 per cent division, the clause whereby the railroad 
guaranteed the American-Hawaiian line transhipment at 
a cost no greater than through the straits, made the actual 
division on the basis of 75 cents to the ship line and 25 
per cent to the railroad. He insisted that there was no 
profit in the westbound business at the start. 

“We had to pay canal tolls no matter whether our cargo 
was small or great,” said Mr. Jackson. 

“Conditions might change in two or three weeks,” sug- 
gested Mr. Mann. 

“Not so far as our line is concerned,” said Mr. Jackson. 
“Our ships are chartered so that if the war ended in three 
months and rates were cut to half what they are now, we 
could not re-enter the coast-to-coast business before the 
end of the year. There has been no competition since 
February.” 

Mr. Gregson called attention to the fact that Los An- 
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geles offers a trade of 120,000 tons per annum. Mr. Jack- 
son said that would be enough to employ three ships, if 
more profitable business was not offered elsewhere. Mr. 
Campbell, for Spokane, commenting on the Los Angeles 
proposition, referred to them as “phantom ships.” 

Arguments were begun on the Spokane application at 
the afternoon session on April 25 by Mr. Campbell for 
the petitioning intermountain communities. Prior to that 
the cross-examination of Mr. Jackson, by Mr. Wood, for 
the Southern Pacific, and by Mr. Wettrick, for the Seattle 
Chamber of Commerce, and redirect by Messrs. Bartine 
and Lyon, was completed. Mr. Wood’s cross-examination 
got on the nerves of Mr. Campbell, who protested against 
threshing over what he called the ancient history of the 
schedule C matter. 

As a conclusion to his cross-examination, Mr. Wood 
wanted to know whether it was not a fact that there 
are many ships, not attached to regular lines, which were 
available for the coast-to-coast business. Mr. Jackson 
said there were perhaps 100 ships of that character oz 
2,000 tons, but he said they were not suitable for the 
coast-to-coast trade in competition with the railroads or 
with the ships of the American-Hawaiian, if it were ia 
that trade. Mr. Wood tried to limit him to an admission 
that there were many such ships, but the other side 
finally made the point that all such figures could be ob- 
tained from the Department of Commerce if the Com- 
mission wanted to know about them. 

Mr. Wettrick wanted to know if it was not a fact that 
many ships were being built that are now, or shortly will 
be, available for the service which would compete. Mr. 
Jackson admitted that every American shipyard was “full 
up,” but he said there were about seventy tank ships among 
the number and a number of steam schooners. “But they 
are not soliciting coast-to-coast business,” said the witness, 
who insisted that other business was more profitable. 

Mr. Bartine placed in the record the fact that only the 
Western Pacific of all the transcontinental lines tried to 
give him the information he sought as to westbound ton- 
nage. The others either made no answer or said it would 
be impossible to furnish the figures. 

“The Western Pacific is in the hands of a receiver who 
has nothing to conceal, hence this little line was able to 
give us information right away, showing that for January 
of this year it had the greatest tonnage to the Pacific Coast 
it ever had,” said Mr. Bartine. 

Frank Lyon put in figures showing that destroyed and 
detained tonnage since the beginning of the war amounted 
to about 3,774,000 tons and that new construction in 1915 
was less than in 1910, so that there is probably now 5,000,- 
000 tons less than there would have been under normal 
conditions. 


Complicated Situation 


With attorneys for the intermountain country calling 
on the Commission to revoke its schedule C fourth section 
order, if not all other orders allowing departures from the 
long-and-short-haul rule of the fourth section, and with 
attorneys for the Pacific coast terminals, the Southe-n 
Pacific and for Mississippi Valley territory calling on it 
to stand by its orders, the most recent manifestation of 
the transcontinental rate situation was submitted to the 
Commission on April 26. Admittedly, the situation with 
which the Commission has been called to deal by the 
application of Spokane merchants and the railroad com- 
missions of Nevada and Arizona is the most serious and 
complicated that has ever been presented. 

Answering questions put to him by Fred H. Wood, at- 
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torney for the Southern Pacific, which is the only railroad 
that has taken an open part in this case, H. F. Bartine, of 
the Nevada commission, said he could see no reason why 
ithe Commission should not revoke all its transcontinental 
fourth section orders: and allow the strict letter of the 
law to be tried out while there is no water competition. 
Mr. Wood further asked if the third section would be 
satisfied, so far as Nevada and other intermountain ter- 
ritory is concerned, if Reno received rates no higher than 
San Francisco. ey 

“In view of the fact that the system of blanket rates 
has been established and has been in use for a long time, 
Nevada would be satisfied with rates no higher than 
those afforded terminal cities,’ said Mr. Bartine. 

This summing up was begun just before the noon recess, 
after F. T. Bentley, traffic manager for the Illinois Steel 
Co.; Wilmer M. Wood, for the United States Cast Iron 
Pipe and Foundry Co.; F. P. Gregson, for Los Angeles 
interests; O. T. Helpling, for San Diego; S. J. Wettrick, 
for Seattle; F. W. Maxwell, for Denver, and C. L. Lingo, 
for the Inland Steel Co., had spoken briefly, under oath, as 
to conditions as they understood them to be. All, except 
Mr. Maxwell, favored a continuance of the rate situation 
as it was established under the order or orders which 
the intermountain country desire removed. 

The plan was to begin arguments on the previous after- 
noon, but there was such a demand, on the part of traffic 
managers to be heard, that the plan had to be changed 
so as to allow the whole of the afternoon and one hour 
of the morning session of April 26 to be taken up with 
testimony. ? 

More Witnesses Heard 

At the afternoon session April 25, N. L. Moon, represent- 
ing steel producers east of the Pittsburgh district; J. L. 
Horst, San Francisco, hop and barley dealer; Walker P. 
Timms, representing the Merchants’ Association of New 
York; E. P. Bates, representing the eastern trunk line; 
Charles S. Kimmich, representing Charleston interests, and 
R. P. Hearon, the Colorado Fuel and Iron Co., took the 
stand. Mr. Moon contended that eastern producers should 
have the same all-rail rates to the Pacific coast that 
apply from Pittsburgh. Prior to April 10 of this year they 
were on a parity with a rate of 75 cents. On that date 
the Pittsburgh rate was reduced to 65 cents. Mr. Moon 
said Pittsburgh was the chief competitor of the eastern 
iron and steel men for business on the Pacific coast. He 
said that if the present difference was continued, Atlantic 
seaboard manufacturers’ Pacific coast business would be 
destroyed. He even felt that there was a probability 
that contracts made by eastern producers to Pacific coast 
consumers might be canceled and the business given to 
a market of origin having a lower rate. 

Mr. Bates indorsed the testimony of Mr. Moon so far 
as related to a restoration of the Pittsburgh and Atlantic 
seaboard parity. Mr. Bates, being the general traffic 
manager of the Pennsylvania, and speaking as he did for 
the eastern trunk lines, caused a considerable stir be- 
cause the intermountain people hope some day to break 
the solidarity of the railroad contention with regard to 
the fourth section. 

Mr. Horst argued for the continuance of the 40-cent rate 
on barley from California to New York and the East, say- 
ing that that part of the grain business was conducted on 
future contracts. Mr. Timms also urged a continuance of 
the 40-cent rate on canned goods for the same reason— 
hamely, on the ground that contracts are made long in 
advanee of production. Mr. Kimmich wanted a continu- 
ance of the present rate structure. 
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“I want Schedule C and the rates from Colorado to the 
coast continued,” said Mr. Hearon, speaking for the Colo- 
rado Fuel & Iron Co. “It has enabled us to regain our 
market on the Pacific Coast. When water competition 
came in in 1908 we lost our market to the eastern steel 
men. It took us a long time to get the present adjustment. 
One shipment per month of iron and steel through the 
canal is enough to fix prices. That is particularly true, 
for instance, with regard to bar iron.” Answering a series 
of questions propounded by Mr. Bentley, Mr. Hearon said 
Chicago was his competitor at present and that the Colo- 
rado Fuel & Iron Co., at this time, he thought, was as near 
“sold up” as the Illinois Steel Co. 

In the argument Mr. Bartine said the slide in the canal 
was called a temporary matter, although he said there 
was not a reputable scientist in the United States who 
would say that the end of the slides would come in less 
than five years. 

“A continuance of the war for two years,” said the 
Nevada commissioner, “is also a reasonable certainty, be 
cause nowhere is there the slightest indication of a desire 
on the part of the belligerents to give up. No man would 
seriously contend. that conditions now are what they were 
when this Commission allowed the present departures from 
the rule of the fourth section to be made. 

“In all recent cases the Supreme Court has said that 
in case of doubt it is the duty of the commissions, state 
and federal, to put into effect schedules of rates and try 
them out, because, as Justice Brewer said, a reduction 
does not mean a reduction in revenue. I ask you to follow 
that rule. 

“If you do not believe our witnesses, the trafic men 
of the two strongest competitors of the transcontinental 
railroads, you must set aside their testimony that there 
is no water competition and none is in sight for the near 
future, and depend upon your imaginations for facts, be- 
cause they are the only ones who have given you facts 
with regard to water competition—the fact on which you 
allowed the present departures from the fourth section. 

“The burden of justifying these departures is on the 
carriers all the time, else the words in the law ‘from time 
to time’ have no meaning. The carirers are asking for 
exception from the law, and it is a well-known rule of 
law that one who claims the benefit of an exception must 
prove that he is entitled to it. 

“I am not fighting the railroads on the theory that they 
are making too much money—merely that they are get- 
ting more than their fair share from the intermountain 
country.” 

W. P. Prickett, for the Utah Traffic Service Bureau, 
F. M. Hill for Fresno interests, and R. A. Jones supported 
the Spokane contention. Mr. Jones pointed to the fact 
that the Southern Pacific appeared to be making this 
fight and suggested that the Commission consider whether 
it was not aiming to prevent competition through the 
canal, which, Mr. Bartine had said, Congress never in- 
tended the Commission to allow. 


Difference Among Carriers 


Just before the argument came to an end, T. J. Norton, 
for the Atchison, indicated that not all the carriers had 
been willing followers of the Southern Pacific in this 
matter. He said the carriers were in consultation at the 
time it was announced that the canal would be reopened 
in April, with a view to coming to a conclusion as to what 
they should do about proposing to raise the coast rates. 
He said they were not unwilling to advance them, but there 
was so much doubt on the subject that they came to no 
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conclusion, although “we felt that there should be an ad- 
vance.” 

Mr. Wood asked for enlightenment on that point. He 
asked Mr. Norton if he had understood him to say “the 
carriers felt there should be an advance.” Mr. Norton said 
he had not said the carriers, but merely “we,” meaning 
the Atchison. Mr. Wood insisted on asking the question, 
saying it was important, notwithstanding the objection of 
Commissioner Clements, who was presiding in the ab- 
sence of Chairman Meyer. 

Seth Mann, for the San Francisco interests, said the pres- 
ent adjustment should be continued because contracts have 
been made on the assumption that the abnormal condition 
would not continue long and for the further reason that 
the last paragraph of the fourth section forbids the raising 
of rates that have been lowered to meet water competition, 
unless a change in conditions other than the elimination 
of that competition be shown. S. J. Wettrick and J. C. 
Lincoln followed in support of the situation, not without 
change, but without material change. 

Then Fred H. Wood presented the side of the carriers, 
which was that the rates were made to meet a normal 
condition and will be needed again when normal times 
return, as they will shortly. He said the rates in effect 
will enable the water carriers to make more money than 
they made when they were using the Tehuantepec and 
Panama routes. 

E. C. Lindley, for the Northern Pacific and Great North- 
ern, said the Commission should not change the adjust- 
ment to meet an abnormal condition. Commissioner Hall 
wanted to know if the northern lines deemed an advance 
in rates indefensible. Mr. Lindley said they did because 
they regarded the condition as abnormal and transitory. 

Mr. Norton said the carriers should not be understood 
to'be unwilling to advance the coast rates to a reasonable 
basis, but merely as uncertain as to what should be done 
in view of the uncertain conditions. 

W. H. Metson protested against what he called the in- 
justice to the small wine growers in the Fresno district 
represented by the practice of the Southern Pacific in 
transporting wine in tank cars to New Orleans on a bar- 
reling-in-transit arrangement. 

Frank Lyon told the Commission the steamship lines 
were not asking for anything, but were merely present as 
witnesses to the facts. He said they did not understand 
the Commission intended distributing bonuses to any- 
body. 

He asserted that, while the Southern Pacific is forbidden 
to destroy water competition directly by operating ships 
through the canal, it is asking permission to destroy in- 
direetly by establishing and maintaining the gulf-and-rail 
route with service to Atlantic ports whenever it has cargo 
enough to warrant sending a ship to Charleston, for in- 
stance, when an independent boat line establishes service 
to such a point. 

In closing, Mr. Campbell, for the Spokane merchants, 
said the Commission had no discretion; that the railroads 
could raise their rates without permission from it when- 
ever they chose regardless of whether there was water 
competition or not. He backed up Lyon in answer to the 
question as to why Lyon’s clients, the ship lines, were 
present by saying that Spokane had to get its witnesses 
wherever it could. ; 

“No matter what their interest, their testimony has not 
been impeached and it must stand,” said Mr. Campbell. 

In answering Mr. Hall, Mr. Lyon said: “Why, the ship 


lines expect to re-enter the coast-to-coast business when 
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conditions are such as to invite them. If you continue the 
40-cent rate, their return will be longer deferred than if 
the coast rates are brought up to a reasonable level. That 
is their interest.” 


TRAFFIC AND SALESMANSHIP 


(From an address by A. D. Peters, sales and publicity director 
of the M. C. Peters Mill Co., Omaha, Neb., April 1, before the 
a Association, composed of railroad freight so- 
icitors. 


I have traveled over the country considerably in the 
past few years, and I have been astonished at the limited 
knowledge of the requirements under the interstate com- 
merce rules and regulations that is displayed by many 
men connected with rather large industries. Notwith- 
standing the fact that the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion exists to-day, it is also true that there are certain 
practices in certain parts of the country that are not in 
line with the Interstate Commerce Commission require- 
ments, and this is due entirely to ignorance on the part 
of the shipper and the employe of the carrier. 

This pertains more particularly to the small towns, 
where the railroad companies are represented only by 
local agents who are not thoroughly posted. I well appre- 
ciate the fact that one could not expect such employes 
to be expert in traffic matters, but what astonishes me 
is that they are not even posted with respect to ordinary 
items, of which they should certainly possess some under- 
standing. In order to accomplish this I should say, off- 
hand, that it could only be done by issuing special cir- 
culars or data from time to time made up in plain Eng- 
lish and without so many technical traffic expressions. 


In line with that thought, it would seem to me that a 
publication in the interests of the traffic solicitors or 
salesmen would be one worthy of consideration. This 
is commonly termed a “house organ,” and I mean a pub- 
lication like our “Oracle of the Arab.” It could carry 
some most important suggestions, and it unquestion- 
ably would help to make better traffic salesmen out of 
such employes as the local agents previously mentioned. 

In this connection there comes a time when a growing 
institution begins to get just a little bit too large for the 
officials to handle their traffic affairs, and still they may 
think it is a little too small to support a first-class traffic 
manager, in which, nine times out of ten, and often the 
tenth time, they are sadly mistaken, because such an 
official can generally save the greater portion, at least, of 
his salary, and, in fact, he can play a most important 
part in the furtherance of the business. 

Some of you here may have given some thought to the 
possibility of filling such a position. There is no ques- 
tion of a doubt but that there are many of these opportu- 
nities throughout the country, and there are many men to 
fill them. It is simply a question of supply and demand, 
and in the evolution of things these two factors will 
eventually be brought together. 

Let me say to you, however, that there will be some of 
these traffic men who will not make a success of their 
commercial work simply because they have not paid suffi- 
cient attention to the requirements of a commercial 
traffic manager, the basis of which is salesmanship, and 
this is primarily because their attention has not been 
called to this important feature. ~The railroad-educated 
traffic man who can step into the traffic department of 
a commercial institution with salesmanship instincts 
represents a happy combination, with success assured t” 
the advantage of his company and himself. 
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Miscellaneous Traffic Decisions 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1916, by West Publishing Co.) 


CONTROL OF CARRIERS. 
Charges: 

(Sup. Ct. N. M.) Section 7 of article 11 of the con- 
stitution interpreted, and held not to authorize the State 
Corporation Commission to award reparation for past 
excessive and unreasonable charges for freight.—-Santa 
Fe Gold & Copper Mining Co. vs. Atchison, T. & S. F. 
Ry. Co., 155 Pac. Rep. 1093. 

Discrimination: 

(Sup. Ct. Pa.) A contract whereby a railroad company 
agreed with a manufacturing company for a period of 
30 years to transport coal from certain districts to a 
factory at the then existing rate was not an undue or 
unreasonable discrimination in violation of Const. art. 
17, 3, or the act June 4, 1883 (P. L. 72), which prohibit 
undue and unreasonable discrimination in transportation 
charges, though the railroad company thereafter revised 
its tariffs and published a rate on coal in excess of that 
agreed upon.—Pittsburgh & L. E. R. Co. vs. Colonial 
Steel Co., 96 Atlantic Rep. 1037. 

State Laws: 

(Sup. Ct. Miss.) Code 1906, 4853, provides that if a 
common carrier receives freight from another carrier on 
a contract for continuous carriage, and it arrives at the 
place of delivery in a broken or damaged condition, it is 
the duty of the last carrier to obtain and furnish to the 
consignee on demand true copies of all notations, excep- 
tions, records-and memoranda entered on the books of 


each carrier touching the receipt, transfer and handling. 


of the freight, and that if it shall not furnish such copies 
within thirty days after demand, it shall be presumed to 
have caused the damage. Held, that this is superseded 
in so far as interstate shipments are concerned by the 
Carmack amendment (act Cong. June 29, 1906, c. 3591, 7, 
pars. 11, 12, 34 Stat. 595 (U. S. Comp. St. 1913, 8592)); 
and in an action against the delivering carrier for damage 


to an interstate shipment, it was error to exclude evi- 
dence to show that it was not responsible for the damage, 
because of its failure to comply with section 4853.— 
Louisville & N. R. Co. vs. Price, 71 So. Rep. 161. 

(Kan. City Ct. App., Mo.) Where a petition in an 
action for damages for a railroad company’s failure to 
comply with a stopover provision in a contract for an 
interstate shipment of live stock showed that the subject 
matter of the cause of action was the breach of an 
interstate contract, the fact that the plaintiff deemed his 
action arose under the state laws will not preclude r:- 
covery under the federal laws, which have entirely super- 
seded the state laws, there being no variance between 
the petition and proof—Conley vs. Chicago, B. & Q. R. 
Co. et al., 183 S. W. Rep. 1111. 


SUBJECTS OF REGULATION. 
Cars: 

(Ct. Er. & App., N. J.) As a car which had been en- 
gaged in interstate commerce lost its character as an 
“interstate commerce” car the instant its cargo was fully 
discharged, and did not acquire a new character as an 
interstate commerce car until the railroad manifested 
its intention by act or word to use it, an employe injured 
by the car while it was empty, and awaiting orders, could 
not recover under the federal Employers’ Liability act 
(Cong. April 22, 1908, c. 149, 35 Stat. 65 (U. S. Comp. St. 
1913, 8657-8665)).—Moran vs. Central R. Co. of N J., 95 
Atlantic Rep. 1023. 

Interstate Commerce: 

(Kans. City Ct. App., Mo.) Where horses subject to a 
stop-over privilege in the state to load others were shipped 
to a point in a foreign state, the transaction was inter- 
state commerce, regardless of whether a through Dill of 
lading was issued.—Conley vs. Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co. 
et al., 183 S. W. Rep. i111. 


- 


Loss and Damage Decisions 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1916, by West Publishing Co.) 


CUSTODY AND CONTROL OF GOODS. 
Action by Consignor: 

(Sup. Ct. App., Va.) A consignor, who has made a 
speeial contract with a carrier to transport goods, may 
maintain an action against the carrier for failure to de- 
liver them within a reasonable time, or for their loss oz 
injury, even where title passed to the consignee at de- 
livery of the goods to the carrier—Norfolk Southern R. 
(0. vs. Norfolk Truckers’ Exchange, Inc., 88 S. E. Rep. 318. 

(Sup. Ct., Fla.) In an action against a common Car- 
ier, whereby it is sought to recover damages for the 
‘oss of perishable goods intrusted to such carrier for 
shipment, alleged to have been occasioned through the 
/egligent handling of and unreasonable delay by the car- 


rier. in transporting such. goods, the declaration is not 
demurrable for failing .to allege that the plaintiff was the 
owner of the goods. The consignor has the implied right 
to bring such action by reason of his delivery of the 
goods by him to the carrier and its receipt of them for 
carriage, especially when it is made to appear from the 
allegations of the declaration that the consignee was to 
receive and sell the goods for the plaintiff as the con- 
signor.—Aultman vs. Atlantic Coast Line R. Co., 71 So. 
Rep. 283. 
Burden of Proof: 

(Sup. Ct. App., Va.) Where the declaration of a con- 
signor of goods against the carrier alleged negligent de- 
lay, negligent icing, and packing in an improper car, in- 
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structions that if there was negligence on the defendant 
in delivering the goods, the burden of showing that the 
damage was due to the delay in transportation is upon 
defendant; that defendant is not only responsible for 
any breach of its duty as common carrier upon its own 
line, but is responsible for breach of duty by any of 
the connecting carriers as well and for negligence or 
unreasonable delay on its part or any of its connecting 
carriers, authorized the jury to consider only acts of 
negligence that might be brought directly within the 
declaration, or such as were consequential thereon, and 
did not leave the whole matter of negligence or breach 
of duty as common carrier to the jury, though not within 
the declaration—Norfolk Southern R. Co. vs. Norfolk 
Truckers’ Exchange, Inc., 88 S. E. Rep. 318. 

Carmack Amendment: 

(Sup. Ct. App., Va.) The Carmack amendment (act 
June 29, 1906, c. 3591, 7, pars. 11, 12, 34 Stat. 593 (U. S. 
Comp. St. 1913, 8592)), providing that any common car- 
rier receiving property for transportation from a point 
in one state to a point in another shall be liable to the 
“lawful holder” of the bill of lading, authorizes a re- 
covery by the person beneficially interested in the ship- 
ment, though he may not be in possession of the bill 
of lading.—Norfolk Southern R. Co. vs. Norfolk Truckers’ 
Exchange, Inc., 88 S. E. Rep. 318. 

(Sup. Ct., Fla.) In an action by a shipper to recover 
for loss of goods under interstate commerce act Feb. 
4, 1887, c. 104, 20, 24 Stat. 386 (U. S. Comp. St. 1901, p. 
3169), as amended by act June 29, 1901, c. 3591, 7, pars. 
11, 12, 34 Stat. 593 (U. S. Comp. St. Supp. 1911, p. 1307), 
requiring any interstate carrier to issue a bill of lading, 
and making it and any other carrier to which it may be 
delivered liable “to the lawful holder thereof” for any 
loss, the holding of the bill of lading is not a prerequisite 
to such right of action; but the statute extends its rem- 
edy directly against the carrier to whom goods are de- 
livered for shipment in behalf of such shipper, or one 
who has succeeded to his rights. The declaration is not 
subject to demurrer for failing to allege that a receipt 
or bill of lading was issued for the goods, and that the 
plaintiff was the lawful holder of such bill of lading.— 
Aultman vs. Atlantic Coast Line R. Co., 71 So. Rep. 283. 
Court’s Instruction: 

(Sup. Ct. App., Va.) In an action for negligent delay 
in shipment of spinach, instruction that, if on a trip as 
long as the one in question the shipper in the exercise 
of reasonable care would have put more ice in the car, or 
used a* refrigerator car, or ordered re-icing, and his fail 
ure to use a refrigerator car or to order reicing con- 
tributed to the loss, the jury must find for defendant ‘was 
properly refused, where the evidence shows that a refrig- 
erator car is not used for the transportation of spinach, 
since it should be kept moist as well as cool, and it is 
the ice water trickling down through the barrels that 
preserve its freshness.—Norfolk Southern R. Co. vs. Nor- 
folk Truckers’ Exchange, Inc., 88 So. Rep. 318. 


TRANSPORTATION AND DELIVERY BY CARRIERS. 


Damages: 

(Sup. Ct., S. C.) Where an express company, shipping 
a piano, delayed it in such a manner that a person of 
ordinary reason and prudence would have said it was a 
reckless disregard of the shipper’s rights, the company 
was liable for punitive damages.—Piero vs. Southern Ex- 
press Co., 88 S. E. 269. 
Delay: 

(Sup. Ct., N. C.) Under Revisal 1905, 2632, providing 
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that delay of two days at the initial point shall not be 
charged against the carrier as unreasonable, and shall 
be held to be prima facie reasonable, where a shipper of 
‘strawberries tendered 30 crates of berries to defendant 
express company only seven or eight minutes before the 
arrival of a train, just as it was seen approaching the 
station, the express company was not liable as for an 
unreasonable delay for its failure to ship on such train.— 
Shaw vs. Southern Express Co., 88 S. E. Rep. 222. 

(Sup. Ct., S. C.) In an action against an express coni- 
pany for delay in transporting a piano for a show- 
man, plaintiff’s testimony as to the difference in his earn- 
ings at C, to which the piano was shipped, without it, and 
the average earnings in towns of approximately the same 
size and under the same conditions as C, was admissivle 
to show actual damages.—Piero vs. Southern Express Co., 
88 S. E. Rep. 269. 

Evidence: 

(Sup. Ct., S. C.) In an action by a showman against 
an express company for damages by delay in carrying a 
piano, where, to a question to the showman, asking him 
to state his average earnings in towns of approximately 
the same size as the destination of the piano, and under 
the same conditions as there existed, defendant’s attorney 
objected on the ground that it would be the witness’ 
opinion as to the conditions, the objection that it would 
tend to prove the average earnings of the entire show 
with the piano, was not presented.—Piero vs. Southern 
Express Co., 88 S. E. Rep. 269. 

Liability: 

(Sup. Ct., S. C.) A common carrier of goods, though 
an insurer of their safe delivery, unless prevented by the 
act of God or the public enemy, does not insure against 
delay in delivery, but is merely bound to carry out iis 
contract, and liable for an unreasonable delay.—Piero vs. 
Southern Express Co., 88 S. E. Rep. 269. 

In an action against an express company for delay in 
transporting a shipment, where the court charged that 
a common carrier, accepting freight for transportation, 
insures safe delivery, and is bound to carry it according 
to contract, unless prevented by the act of God, or the 
public enemy, and further stated that the express com- 
pany did not undertake to insure against delay, but was 
bound to carry out its contract, such charge was proper, 
as simply meaning that the express Gompany was liable 
for an unreasonable delay.—Id.. 


Refusal to Carry: 

(Sup. Ct., N. C.) Where the shipper of strawberries 
knew that defendant express company was prepared to 
receive and ship all truck tendered, but not on train 42, 
though as an accommodation to him, occasionally, a few 
berries were taken on 42 when it could be_done without 
delay, the express company was under no obligation to 
receive and ship thirty crates of strawberries on train 
42, which was not equipped for their transportation in 
such large quantities, but performed its duty to carry 
them by shipping them on the first train after their re- 
ceipt that was properly equipped to carry them.—Shaw 
vs. Southern Express Co., 88 S. E. Rep. 222. 


CARRIAGE OF LIVE STOCK. 


Burden of Proof: 

(Sup. Ct., Miss.) Where cattle were in good condition 
when delivered to the carrier, and when received some 
of the animals were dead and others injured, the carrier 
has the burden of showing that the injuries were not 
caused by its negligence, and to escape liability must 
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account for its handling of the cattle during all the time 
they were in its charge—Yazoo & M. V. R. Co. vs. Bell, 
71 So. Rep. 272. 

Carmack Amendment: 

(Kan. City Ct. App., Mo.) The Carmack amendment 
to the Hepburn act (act June 29, 1906, c. 3591, 7, pars. 
11, 12, 34 Stat. 595 (U. S. Comp. St. 1913, 8592)), declares 
that any common carrier, railroad, or transportation com- 
pany receiving property for transportation shall issue a 
receipt or bill of lading and shall be liable to the lawful 
holder for any loss caused by any common carrier or 
transportation company to which the property may be 
delivered, provided that nothing shall deprive any holder 
of such receipt or bill of lading of any remedy or right 
of action he had under existing law. Under the existing 
federal laws, one making an interstate shipment might 
sue that railroad company whose negligence caused an 
injury. Held, that, as the Carmack amendment gave the 
initial carrier a right of action over against a negligent 
connecting carrier, a shipper might in case of injury oz 
loss sue the negligent carrier and join the initial carrier. 
—Conley vs. Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co. et al., 183 S. W. 
Rep. 1111. 

Evidence: 

(Kan. City, Ct. App., Mo.) Evidence in a suit for dam: 
ages based upon a general allegation of the carrie1’s 
negligence in the transportation of cattle held to author- 
ize an inference of negligence sufficient to make a prima 
facie case so as to make a question for the jury.—Green- 
ing vs..Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co., 183 S. W. Rep. 1121. 

In an action for damages to a shipment of cattle, where 
it appeared that during transportation some of the cows 
calved prematurely, evidence as to whether rough han- 
dling and jolting during the transit would cause such 
calving, in view of evidence upon which the jury might 
find rough handling and jolting, was admissible to prove 
a cause of the calving.—Id. : 
Limited Liability: 

(Sup. Ct., Miss., Div. A.) Where a bill of lading fixing 
an agreed valuation for shipment of live stock showed 
that the rate was reduced in consideration of the lessened 
liability, but did not show that the reduction of the rate 
was a consideration for the agreement to give notice of 
injuries in writing within ten days after delivery of the 
shipment, or that such provision would have been omitted 
from a bill of lading containing no limitation of liability, 
the provision for notice is unenforceable, being without 
consideration.—Yazoo & M. V. R. Co. vs. Bell, 71 So. Rep. 
272. 


(Kan. City Ct. App., Mo.) Under a contract for the 
carriage of cattle limiting the carrier’s liability to the 


. valuation declared by the shipper, the rate charged being 


based on such valuation, the liability was not based on 
such valuation, but only limited to such valuation, and 
the measure of damages was the amount of actual dam- 
ages from the carrier’s negligence, in no case to exceed 
the sum stipulated—Greening vs. Chicago & N. W. Ry. 
Co., 188 S. W. Rep. 1121. 

In such case, where there was no testimony to show 
that the bull was injured, an instruction allowing dam- 
ages to the extent of his valuation was erroneous.—Id. 
Ownership: 

(Cir. Ct. App., 7th Cir.) A stock buyer, who had been 
shipping hogs to commission merchants with instruction 
to sell them on commission, shipped hogs and received a 
“straight” bill of lading designating the commission mer- 
chant as consignee. He indorsed the bill of lading in 
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blank and delivered it, with a draft on the commission 
merchant, to a bank, which discounted the draft. Before 
the draft was presented to the commission merchant, and 
before notice to the commission merchants of the trans- 
fer of the bill of lading, the commission merchants re- 
ceived the hogs from the carrier and sold them. Held, 
that the sale of the hogs was not a tort, and did not 
render the commission merchants liable in trover, to the 
bank, since, while the transfer of an “order” bill of lading 
may be deemed evidence of an intended pledge of the 
chattel described therein, as an assignment of the ship- 
per’s rights against the carrier, a straight bill of lading 
is not a true document of title, the possession of which 
is symbolic of actual possession, and the carrier’s pos- 
session is on behalf of the consignee, and though the 
consignor may transfer his interest in the shipment, - 
neither he nor his transferee can disturb the effect of 
the straight bill of lading as against the carrier or the 
consignee without notice——C. E. White & Co. vs. Century 
Savings Bank of Des Moines, Ia., 229 Fed. Rep. 975. 


LAKE CARGO COAL RATES 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

A threat to bring the Anti-Trust law into the Lake 
Cargo Coal Rate situation has been hung over the heads 
of the Interstate Commerce Commissioners by the coal 
operators of West Virginia. If they allow the railroads 
to advance rates so as to increase the spread between 
charges for carrying coal from West Virginia, the Pitts- 
burgh district and Ohio mines, to the lower Lake Erie 
ports, the West Virginians expect to lay facts before 
Attorney-General Gregory which, they profess to believe, 
will force that official to prosecute at least the Norfolk 
& Western, if not all the carriers concerned. The sub- 
stance of the charge against the railroads is to be found 
in the protest of the operators of mines in the Pocahontas, 
Tug River and Thacker districts on the Norfolk & West- 
ern. In their protest they say: 

Your petitioners further allege that the said proposed ad- 
vanced rates are not based upon any determination by the Ner- 
folk & Western and its connecting carriers that said propused 
increased rates are just and reasonable, but are arbitrary in- 
creases made pursuant to an unlawful agreement between said 
Norfolk & Western Ry. Co., the Pennsylvania System, the 
B. & O. System. the Chesapeake & Ohio System, Kanawha & 
Michigan lines, the Western Maryland, the Virginian and other 
lines, for a general and arbitrary advance of rates on certain 
western coal shipments on all these roads, and said agreement 
being unlawful, said Norfolk & Western Ry. Co. is not now be- 
fore the Commission, one of the arms of the government, in a 
position to ask that the fact of the reasonableness and justness 
of its said proposed advances in rates be determined by this 
Commission. 

The foregoing paragraph was written into the protest of 
the operators along the N. & W. by E. J. McVann, their 
attorney, to serve’as a notice to the Commission that the 
operators did not intend to overlook what they claim to 
be the fact, namely, that the advances were agreed upon 
at meetings held in New York. They also intended that 
paragraph to be noticed that they are aware of the charge 
that the Chesapeake & Ohio and the Norfolk & Western 
were forced, against their judgment, to propose these 
advances so as to give the operators in the Pittsburgh 
and Ohio districts an opportunity to participate largely 
in the lake cargo coal business, and not simply obtain 
needed revenue. 

Francis B. James, attorney for all the operators in 
West Virginia and the public utilities commission of that 
state, incorporated in his protest several paragraphs per- 
taining to the meetings held in New York last fall, at 
which he claims the agreement was made to advance 
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rates as proposed by the tariffs now under suspension. 
He went into the details of the meetings and made specific 
allegations that at such a time and place the railroads 
conspired to advance these rates by concert action. 

A hearing is to be had on the subject, beginning at 
Washington on May 1. The protesting West Virginians 
have no intention to say anything at that time with re- 
gard to the alleged violation of -the Sherman law, other 
than probably merely mentioning it. They are more inter- 
ested in preventing the advance than in punishing the 
railroads for their alleged violation of the Anti-Trust law. 
That is why it is said that this reference to the meetings 
in New York constitutes a threat to import the Anti- 
Trust acts into this rate matter. They will be perfectly 
willing to overlook the alleged violation if the Commis- 
sion will hold with them that the advances have not been 
justified. 

In their informal discussions the West Virginians and 
their attorneys have taken the position that the Com- 
mission should apply the equity court rule, which is that 
a chancellor will not hear the complaint of a man with 
unclean hands. They argue that the railroads in asking 
for a 15 per cent per ton advance appear before the Com- 
mission in the same situafion as a man occupies when he 
goes to an equity court asking for the issuance of a writ. 
They make the point that the Commission should not 
hear the railroads in justification of the tariffs that have 
been suspended in view of the fact that the protestants 
have charged the carriers with a violation of the law for- 
bidding conspiracies in restraint of trade. They know, 
however, that the Commissioners have nothing to do with 
the enforcement of the Anti-Trust acts. They contend, 
however, that the Commissioners should take notice of 
an allegation declaring that the carriers have violated 
a statute of the United States, and were asking them to 
give their approval to something that is the result of the 
disregard of the Anti-Trust act. 

This move on the part of the West Virginia operators 
is regarded as a matter of considerable importance be- 
cause McVann on a former occasion was able, by directing 
attention to a so-called violation of the Anti-Trust act, to 
force the enactment of the amendment of the Act to regu- 
late commerce, made in 1910, which gives the Commission 
the power to suspend tariffs until the carriers have shown 
that the advances will produce rates that will not violate 
the rule of justness and reasonableness laid down in the 
first section of the Act to regulate commerce. 

That move was made when the railroads, early in 1910, 
proposed the 10 per cent advance in rates which was 
later condemned by the Commission in a report and opin- 
ion written by Commissioner, now Secretary, Lane. 
Through the efforts of McVann and Representative Hub- 
bard of Iowa Attorney-General Wickersham was persuaded 
to sue out an injunction forbidding the advance. Imme- 
diately after the issuance of that injunction the carriers 
withdrew their opposition to that part of the then pend- 
ing bill, which resulted in the amendment of the act so as 
to allow the suspension of tariffs pending investigation 
into the reasonableness of the proposed rates. 

The issuance of the injunction sent a chill along the 
spines of the traffic officials, who had consulted in the 
preparation of the tariffs making the 10 per cent advance. 
The facts with regard to their consultations and their 
concert of action seemed so clearly to show agreement to 
advance charges that they manifested no desire to enter 
a court for a judicial determination of the question as to 
whether they had really conspired to bring about higher 
rates, 
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The upshot of the matter was the withdrawal of the 
tariffs so prepared after consultation and conference, the 
passage of the bill giving the Commission authority to 
suspend tariffs and the refiling of them so that they might 
be suspended and an inquiry conducted in the manner 
which is the regular practice these days. 


Lake Cargo Coal Hearing 


The consolidated lake cargo coal cases came on for hear- 
ing April 26 with the largest attendance of attorneys and 
traffic men that has been in evidence at any hearing before 
the Commission for a long time. Owing to the arguments 
in the transcontinental rate matter in the hearing room 
of the Commission, the coal case was assigned to the new 
Willard. 

H. M. Griggs, coal and ore agent of the New York Cen- 
tral Lines, was put on to present the whole situation, as 

.near as might be, from the railroad point of view, includ- 

ing a history of rates and rate groupings in Central 
Freight Association territory, tonnage and nearly every 
other conceivable pertinent fact, as the railroads see it. 
He was on the stand the whole of the morning session, 
and the thought at the adjournment for luncheon was 
that he would continue for probably two days. W. S. 
Bronson, commerce counsel for the Chesapeake & Ohio, 
conducted the examination of the witness on behalf of all 
the railroads. 


Appearances on behalf of the railroads were entered by 
S. H. West and Clyde Brown for the New York Central; 
W. A. Parker for the B. & 0O.; A. P. Burgwin for the Penn- 
sylvania; W. N. King for the Kanawha & Michigan; C. D. 
Drayton for the Norfolk & Western; W. A. Northcutt for 
the L. & N.; W. A. Wilson for the Hocking Valley; Mr. 
Moore for the Toledo & Ohio Central, and Mr. Denison of 
Cleveland for the Wheeling & Lake Erie; W. A. Glasgow 
for some of the West Virginia operators; E. J. McVann for 
those along the Norfolk & Western; Francis B. James, 
E. E. Williamson and Wayne P. Ellis, formerly associated 
with Clifford Thorne on the Iowa commission, for the 
West Virginia Coal Association, the Public Service Com- 
mission of West Virginia, Kanawha Coal Operators’ Asso- 
ciation and a committee representing operators along the 
C. & O. and the L. & N.; Z. T. Vinson for the West Virginia 
Coal Association; and S. B. Avis for the West Virginia 
commission; George P. Boyle and Harry B. Arnold for 
the Ohio coal operators; and C. M. Johnston and Frank 
Lyon for the Pittsburgh coal operators. 


As the case progresses, the fight will, it is believed, be 
defined as a contest between the West Virginia operators 
on one side, Ohio and Pittsburgh on another angle and the 
railroads on the third, with testimony indicating that the 
rail lines serving the West Virginia fields are not en- 
thusiastically in favor of the proposal that the rates from 
West Virginia shall be made 15 cents higher than they 
now are so as to give the Ohio and Pittsburgh operators 
a better chance of getting business. 


COMMISSION ORDERS. 


The Itasca Paper Co. and the Northwestern Paper Co. 
have been allowed to intervene in case 8612, Lake Su- 
perior Paper Co., Ltd., vs. Soo Line et al. 

Reparation awarded by order of the Commission in the 
sum of $237.18 to Dewey, Gould & Co. on shipment from 
Bitter Creek, Wyo., to Boston, Mass., in case 4074, In- 
vestigation by Commission as to the transportation of 
wool and hides. from western to eastern points, has been 
corrected to $235.88. 
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Lae cr oan a eenie = 4 a. a tae ag gm WA 17 171 22 Grease, Lanolin: 
Smith), at 143 erty street, New York, Tuesday, May 16, q ? 2 
at 10:00 a. m. A preliminary hearing will be held in Room — M4 earthenware, packed in barrels 1 
1102, Congress Hotel, Chicago, Ill., on Tuesday, May 9, 1916, at In metal tubes ey boxes ee ey Stes 1 
10:00 a. m. The numerals in the three columns at the left In metal cans in barrels - boxes se 2 
indumte the. euleects an <a See, ‘Wee Cee meee O79: WRIGR 7 ee ee ee, ae, eee nes oe eee 
they are to be found in the present classification, for which the 18 That specific rating be provided for: 
classifications suggested are proposed to be substituted. Iron and Steel, etc.; 
ats : eee a, a ; 5 
Sub- eighing 75 pounds or over, loose...... 
ject. Page. Item. | . L.C.L. CL. TH DGMOW OF CPUOD: 6 5. lee ns'én ceN vs ecseocce 3 
1 52 8 Eliminate—To take ratings for Cultivators, Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
Denis, Fersiaee Disteisesers, age —- weight 36,000 pounds ........cccecccces oo 5 
ers ows akes eeders or eeders es 
y ° ’ ° 19 192 2 Eliminate—To take ratings for Carriage or 
me ag coma wheeled, page 47, Wagon Irons, including Carriage or Wagon 
CEs 20; . 4 Castings, Forgings or Stampings, not 
2 58 4 Eliminate—To take ratings for Seeders, not otherwise indexed by name, page 342, item 
wheeled, page 48, item 11, O. C., 2, O. C. No. 43 . ’ 
3 .... That specific rating be provided for: . 343 9 Eliminate—To take ratings under heading of 
Agricultural Implements, other than hand: Carriage or Wagon Irons for Arm Rails, 
sk Sy op ye —— Bow Sockets, Canopy Standards, Sniitiag 
edges completely protected by metal gs eS Top Joints, page 341, item 22, 
—, Ryd parts in boxes, —. 20 198 13 Staples: Tron or Steel, not otherwise indexed 
Loose or in bundles, C. L., minimum 7 nam : 
me 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule Copper, brass or bronze coated or gal 
Sab Se Pas a a ac ill dil ce thea tall te a PEP eT. Pe eT ee eee Se 
4 68 29 Barium: Sulphide of: in hen CP a 6 0-8o a5 bn bss vebseccens 4 , 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels In packages named, C. L, minimum 
2 Ee ee ee weight 36,000 pounds Ce oe en ede 5 
Fes. DRE I DATION ccc cvsvectivesavesscccece Plain: 
In bulk in barrels or in bulk, C. L. mini- In bags 96s eae eben 4 Senldeiad os we 6-4 4 
mum weight 40,000 pounds.............+. .. 5 Sin. ee Oi Rise 603 os0keca seas son 
5 76 23 Blood: Dried: In packages named, C. L., minimum 
EE . ais eens wa: anno nie Maen eeN sua eee wae weight 36,000 pounds .......-....+..e06 + 5 
In bags, or in bulk in barrels, or in bulk, Japanned or tinned: 
Cc. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds.... .. Be I ii iiiaske nin diced eodwsli nels 490 ie asau R, 26 
Blood: Liquid: ee 2 ee eee ae R. 26 
In metal cans, partially jacketed.......... 1 In packages named, C. L, minimum 
In metal canc completely jacketed........ 1 weight 36,000 potnds ...........eeeeeee oe 5 
SHG ey RE Pr ee 21 239 26 Molds: 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes.......... R. ee Cigar: 
In bulk in barrels eer eeteccceeersseeeee sees 3 In barrels, boxes or crates i es a i 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight In packages named, C. L, minimum 
: TOBE DOG <6 ccc vewsiencwedsswaaesses sete te weight 30,000 pounds ..........sseeeee oe 5 
6 76 27 Eliminate—To take ratings for Bluing, 188 8 Eliminate—To take above rating. 
mer Sd page 77, Items 1 to 3, C. 22 25112 Ore: 
No. 43. Notes 1, 2, 8, 4 and 5 as shown on page 
7 9217 That the Note and reference to the Note be 251, items 2 to 6. 
eliminated from the specification, and add Copper, Gold, Lead, Silver, Tin and Mica; 
“In fiber cans or pails, in barrels, boxes or also Ore, N. O. S.: 
CE cn acdc enubsls aban eke e «0420 2 13 When the value of the shipment exceeds 
8 .... That specific rating be provided for: one (1) dollar per pound and the con- 
Dredging Sleeves, in bags, boxes or crates.. 2 signor so states (subject to Note 2): 
9 .... That specific rating be provided for: in bags, barrels: OF PORES, 2... 6scssccccces Di 
Extract of Indigo, in bulk in barrels........ 3 In packages named or in bulk (Cc. L., 
10 .. .. That specific rating be provided for: minimum weight 25 tons) (subject to 
Electrical Appliances: Battery Jars, Rubber: WME OD. ih ce vee ce sive bes tanh ised onece ms. a R. 25 
We ME aint nd ees eae wale ene ea 1 14 When the value of the shipment exceeds 
In boxes, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 forty (40) cents, but does not exceed 
WD isa nie 60a. 90 6 ERS ces Wereecswcocestae se 3 one (1) dollar per pound and the con- 
11 1388 13 Fiberware, Indurated, with or without metal signor so states (subject to Note 3): 
fittings: In bags, barrels or DOXES.......0s.ccece 1 
Fiberware, Indurated, not otherwise in- In packages named or in bulk (C. et 
dexed by name: minimum weight 25 tons) (subject to 
Not nested, in barrels, boxes or crates... 1 , he PR Te Ts ea R. 26 
Nested: 15 When the value of the shipment exceeds 
Be I eins > wh ten ciegind aint. 0105 atk five (5) cents, but does not exceed 
In barrels,—-boxes or crates............. 2 forty (40) cents per pound and the con- 
Loose or in packagés, C. L., minimum sighor so states (subject to Note 4): 
weight 15,000 pounds (subject to Rule In Dags;. DATTES OF DOMEBs 00.0 oc vcccscccsce 2 
DE dc iticicdrtnt eae ae oisakes 6 .26 In packages named or in bulk (C. L., 
12 .... That specific rating be provided for: minimum weight 25 tons) (subject to 
Fly Swatters, flat, in boxes.................. 1 pS, RE IS A ee 2 5 
13 146 28 Fruit, Fresh: 16 When the value of the shipment does not 
Bananas, prepaid: exceed five (5) cents per pound and 
I oe 5 sheioness so dbs ake eteens 1% the consignor so states (subject to 
In barrels, baskets, boxes or crates with- Note 5): 
out wooden EL diiici ness iegihakincd oibink ones 1% In bags, barrels or DOXES ......++-.se0% 3 
In barrels, baskets, boxes or crates with In packages named or in bulk (C.. i.., 
solid or slatted wooden Petes x oteneoats 3 1 a weight 25 tons) (subject to 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum POC ED) clk boc ented < dia dchedhhécstiees 60 6 
weight 18,000 pounds (Rule 5C not to 17 If the consignor declines to state the 
TY ed ceritentan tht on chine wolknadetean <5 04-45 0 3 value, shipment will be refused. 
14 4. so See poate 1 rating be provided for: 23 184 9 Iron and Steel, etc.: 
. Telescope Cot Beds on basis of L. C. L. Axles: Car: 
a third class. New or old (except. when having value 
15 152 9 Furniture: Chairs: for remelting purposes only, see Note) 
Rolling or Invalid, wheeled: Cc. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds) 4 5 
S. U., wheels on or off, in boxes or Note.—When having value for re- 
a REELED ERE ata RII ag REE RRA 2%t1 melting purposes only, hs provided 
Folded or K. D., other than K. D. flat, for Scrap Iron will apply. 
wheels off: 189 1 Eliminate—Crop Ends having value for re- 
LEE, 6. cb-00<ctrabes tanerktredncene sto D1 fs melting purposes only, to take ratings for 
STEIN scualdaid,oes 4 d00basthenbadiedanaos-6 sae D1 . Scrap Iron or Steel. 
Folded flat, in boxes or crates.......... 1 195 44 Rails and Rail Ends, N. O. 8.: 
In boxes or crates, C. L., minimum : New or Old (C. L., per gross ton 2,240 
weight 10,000 pounds (subject to Rule pounds same as 2,000 pounds, ‘minimum 
‘27 eeeereeoeeeeee ee ee eee eeeeereeeeeeeeeeeee ee Weight 44, 800 pounds) eqeeeeeeoeoeroeees 4 6 


906 


197 3 Scrap (see Note 17): 
In 


200 31 


201 4 


318 8 


24 258 3 


25 298 27 


26 306 12 


27 298 3 


28 339 5 


29 339 5 


30 347 16 


31 


82 355 24 


33 70 32 


34 198 27 
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a, &: G2 
oxes, kegs, barrels or casks..........., 
Loose: 

L. Cc. L. not taken, except when in pieces 
to large to be packed in barrels or 
casks. 

In pieces too large to be gang in bar- 
FOIS OF CASES 2c ccccccccccccccccccsoccecce 

Per gross ton 2,240 ‘pounds. same as 2,000 
pounds, minimum weight 44,800 pounds 
(BOO Note 18) ncccccccccocccccccccscece 
Note 17.—The above specified ratings 

will apply upon scraps or pieces of iron 

or steel which have value for remelting 
purposes only. 


Note 18. » Rule 5-C will not apply on 


scrap iron or steel, loose. 

Waster Plates or Sheets, Galvanized: 
Compressed in bundles 
Loose or compressed in bundles (Cc. me 

minimum weight 36,000 pounds)..... bbe 

Wheels: Car: 

New or old, loose or attached to axles 
(except when having value for remelting 
purposes only, see Note) C. 
weight 36,000 pounds) .......seseeeeseees 
Note. —When having value for remelting 

purposes only, rating provided for Scrap 

Iron will apply. 

Tin Plate or Terne Plate: 

Scrap (see Note 2): 

In barrels, boxes or machine pressed 


DE cctpcechakiaardégctestaba sta hedee 4 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum 
weight 33,600 pounds, per gross ton 2,240 
pounds, same as 2,000 pounds.......... .. 
Note 2—Applies on scrap tin plate or 
scrap terne plate or on articles made of 
tin plate or forne plate which have value 
for remelting purposes only. 
That the specification be amended so as to 
provide for Enameled, Glazed or Surface- 
coated Paper “in rolls.”’ 
Soapstone or Talc: Crude: 
Ground or Dust: 
In fiber or metal cans or cartons in bar- 
EE OP WEE cccwnccecesacegecoenctécces 3 
In bulk in bags, barrels or boxes........ 4 
In packages named, C. L, minimum 
weight 36,000 poundS ......ccccccccsece oe 
Stones: 

Flattening, Glass Factory, clay: 

Packed in boxes or crateS ......e-ee-eeees 1 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
werent 20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 

© endeadseceteescesereedseseseveckeerees 
That the specification be amended so as to 
provide for Wooden Slats for Ash or 
Garbage Cans, on basis of L. C. L. R. 26. 
That specific provision be made for the ac- 
ceptance of Automobile Front Axles, loose, 

L. C. L., 4th class. 

Vehicle Parts, etc.: 

Axles, Self-Propellin Vehicle, with knuck- 
les or other steering, driving or power 
transmission attachments: 

In boxes or — ee dil ah dednd he a iow 2 
In packages na L., minimum 
roight 24,000 pounds “Saateel to Rule 
Ventilators: Chimney or Roof, not Chimney 
Caps nor Cowls: 
Iron or Steel: 
Ties Se TIED OP CPONES ov nccdcvccccccces D1 
K. D. flat, in boxes or crates ........... 1 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
woe 12,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
That specific rating be provided for: 

Wagon Awnings, Canvas, K. D., flat or 

folded flat, in boxes or crates ........... 2 
Yarn: 
Coir (Cocoa Yarn): 
Tm BAGS ccccccccce bite ibessubsherse nee oe 
In bales or bundles’ Stitinckdsh webaneiuens 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds phe teeter deseees ~ we 
Barrels, N. O. §., etc.: 
Tierces, Wooden: 
Beef, Lard, Pork or Tallow, old (C. 
minimum’ weight 12,000 pounds) aN 
i Oi Ce EE” Sa ccedeahedaneecegciees R. 25 
Hollow Ware, cast iron, consisting of ham 
boilers, griddles, muffin irons, waffle 
oases Dutch ovens, pots, skillets 
ers: 

Leese t i EOE bc bncceesoeccs errer 

In barrels, boxes or crateS.........ccsceees 

Loose or in packages, C. > minimum 


weight 24,000 poun 
That specific rating be provided for: 
Pin Cushion Forms (see Note): 
i Mi WD . Ne ssecneset-cecesecece 
Note.—This rate applies only on cotton 
cloth Pin Cushion Forms fill with saw- 
pve and does not apply on finished ar- 
cles. 


» Fe eran ¥ 


(subject to Rule Be) x0 


36 48 2 


37 116 6 


38 118 19 


287 23 


re 39 131 14 


40 


.* Supp. 3. 
°° 41 61 


42 


That br specifications be amended so as to 

— de for Cane, Corn or Hay Knives in 

undles, blades folded against handles, on 
basis of L. C. L. 1st class. 


Eliminate—To take ratings for Cotton 
Thread, page 315, items 21 to 24, inclusive, 
O. C. No. 43. 


Crucibles or Scorifiers, ee 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. Oe minimum weight 

30,000 pounds ...... 

Crucibles, not otherwise indexed by name: 
Be DED OF: OED 4 ots oe che sicctessesesgse 

Crucibles, Muffles or Scorifiers, clay, broken, 

but not pulverized: 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 


Engines: Traction or Farm Tractors (see 
Note 3): 
Weighing each less than 8,000 pounds: 
S. U., wheels on or off, actual weight ex- 
cept as provided in Rule 7 (B) but in 
‘<5 case less than 3,000 pounds each .. 


seer eee teasers eeeeeeeeee 


WE, Te neds cadena adden Sind cbadesds epee tne sane 
Weighing each 8,000 pounds or over..... 
Cc. L., minimum weight 20,000 pounds (sub- 

c/s “|e "Se 

That specific rating be provided for: 
Vehicles, Self-Propelling: 

Automobile Tractors (detachable driving 
trucks for freight vehicles or fire en- 
gines): 

Not boxed or crated, actual weight, but 
not less than 3,000 pounds each 


In boxes or crates, actual weight........ 1 


Minimum weight 12,000 pounds (subject 
to Rule 27) 
That specific rating be provided for: 

Glassware, Cut: Light or Skin Cut (lead) 
(see Note): 

Packed in barrels, boxes, crates or casks 

In packages named, Cc. L., minimum 

me 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 


ee ee 


Note.—This rate applies on Lead 
Glass articles with shallow open cutting 
such as floral designs or stars. In order 
to be entitled to the rate provided for 
Light Cut Lead Glassware, the shipper 
must make and sign the following decla- 
ration on shippers’ orders and bills of 
lading: 

“Contents of the package or packages 
described herein as Light Cut Lead 
Glassware include no Cut Glass except 
articles of glassware with shallow open 
cutting.” 

Light or Skin Cut (lime), see Note: 
Packed in barrels, boxes, crates or casks.. 
In packages named, minimum 
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L., 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) .. 


Note.—This_ rate applies on Lime 
Glass articles with shallow open cutting 
such as floral designs or stars. In order 
to be entitled to the rate provided for 
Light Cut Lime Glassware, the shipper 
must make and sign the following decla- 
ration on shippers’ orders and bills of 
lading: 

“Contents of the package or packages 
described herein as Light Cut Lime 
Glassware include no Cut Glass except 
articles of glassware with shallow open 
cutting.” 


Flour: Wheat, Buckwheat, Corn or Rye: 

In cotton, jute or paper bags (see Note 1): 
Weighing each 24 pounds or less: 

Enclosed in burlap, jute or duck, or in 

barrels or boxes (C. L., minimum 

weight 40,000 pounds) 
Weighing each 24 pounds or over: 

ose or in packages (C,.L., minimum 

weight 40,000 pounds) 

In bulk in barrels, packed 196 pounds net, 

estimated weight 214 pounds per barrel 

(Cc. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds) 

(see Note 2) 

In bulk in irregular sized barrels and half- 


eee ee teaser rere 


ee ee ee 


eee eee ee ee 


barrels, actual gross weight (C. L., mini- 
mum weight 40,000 pounds)............ 
In tin, packed in crates or boxes (Cl. Tas 
weight  . - eee eer 


Note 1.—A small number of sacks for re- 
conditioning purposes in transit, but not to 
exceed 25 pounds in weight with any ship- 
ment, may be loaded with shipments of 
and at the same rate applying on the 
Flour which the sacks accompany. 

Note 2:—Half-barrels (not half-barrel 
sacks), packed 98 pounds net, estimated at 
110 pounds each. 

That specific rating be provided for: 


Gums: Pine, Crude, not otherwise indexed 
by name: 
Oe SF er ee 


In packages named, C. ‘i. minimum weight 
30,000 pounds 











































































. 4, 
3 Pt 5 Pipe Fittings: Expansion Joints: 

Copper, brass or bronze, or with copper, 
brass or bronze body: 
In barrels, boxes or crateS .........s.... 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 

weight 30,000 pounds EE ae A eee 

Iron or steel, or with iron or steel body: 
Weighing each 25 pounds or over, loose 

OP Wl EE k.cctaoebecsasesodsceces esbas 3 

In barrels, boxes or crateS............00. 3 

In packages, loose or on skids, C. L., 

minimum weight 36,000 pounds ........ .. 
44 That specific rating be provided for: 
Lignin Pitch (crude concentrated Lignin 
Liquor): 
In bags or barrels ......+s+s+. TTTI TT TTT 4 
In packages named, C. L, minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds ....... nu akenam ot 
45 234 2 Mats: Door or Floor: 
Fiber Mats or Fiber Matting Rugs other 
than Grass or Straw: 
In bales, boxes, bundles or rolls.......... 1 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)....... .. 
234 6 Matting: Fiber, other than Grass or Straw: 
In bales, boxes, bundles or rolls.......... 1 
) In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)......... 
46 That specific rating be provided for: 
Plumbers’ Goods: China or Earthenware: 
Sinks and Wash Tubs combined, including 
metal or wooden covers or rims when 
attached: 
Packed in boxes or wr last hice ina is 1 
In packages named, Ens “minimum 
ane 24,000 pounds ial to Rule 
47 272 22 Potash (Potassium): Citrate of: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels 
OF DE acuudisunesbudadddtneksenaew es ieee 1 
= metal cans in barrels or boxes.......... 1 
Fe 8 ae eer 1 
48 279 14 mt. Noils or Ramie Waste: 
{ ER yg | FRE ere 1 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 18,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) .. 
49 .. .. That specific rating be provided for: 
Rubber Scrap (including second hand and 
worn out tires) (see Note) ..... iy 4 
50 291 18 Machinery and Machines: 
Grinding or Sharpening Machines, not oth- 
erwise indexed by name: 
With hand or pedal attachment: 
S. U., in barrels, boxes or crates........ 1% 
K. D., or folded flat, in barrels, boxes, 
ee fe ae ae 2 
In packages named, Cc. L., minimum 
—— 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
DT aceteeneteseesvcenceesas Shotndecavamee «« 
Power: 
{ De Oe We I 66650 cad bcaducest~ cess 1 
i, er Ce on ccctabesaagesascaes 
In packages, loose or on " skids, & ks, 
minimum weight 24,000 —— (sub- 
re i i ec tease shewees.” ae 
51 - That specific rating be provided “for: 
Vehicles, not Self-Propelling: 
Carts: Trailer: 
Ss. U., C. L., minimum weight 11,000 
Pounds (subject to Rule 27).......... D1 R 
mee SN OP OUD ia sino a 0k emacs s.ceece 1 
Minimum weight 24,000 pounds (sub- 
c \ 4h (} Ree ee 
52. That specific rating be provided for: 
Vehicles, Not Self-Propelling: 
Trucks: 
Trailer (with steering attachments such 
as Levers, Cross Rods and Knuckles): 
Actual weight, but not less than 4,000 
5 De ES ere 1 
Minimum weight 20, 000 pounds (sub- 
. UE I OE Fb c0ces i deueeeaxcesea “es 

G 53 345 3 Vehicle Parts, etc.: 

Tires, not otherwise indexed by name: 
Rubber: 
Note 3.—Wrapping must be of burlap; 

6 or of paper and burlap; or of waterproof 
paper reinforced with a cotton cloth of 
not less than 40x40 threads to the inch, the 

6 combined wrapping material having a re- 
stance of not less than 60 pounds to the 
square inch, Mullen test; or of two thick- 
nesses of waterproof paper fastened to- 
gether with a waterproof composition and 
containing parallel strands of yarn not 
more than % inch apart, the combined 
wrapping material having a resistance of 
not less than 60 pounds to the square inch, 
Mullen test; or of paper and cotton cloth 
(cotton cloth used must weigh not less 

. than % pound per yard 40 inches wide). 
54 65 38 Babbitt Metal or White Metal Alloys, not 
otherwise indexed by name: 

Bars, Pigs or Slabs: 

P Weighing each 25 pounds or over, loose. 3 
eT ee SS area eee 3 - 

4 Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 








April 29, 1916 


weight 36,000 pounds ........... Ba A 


57 175 25 That the specification be amended by 


55 351 30 
56 351 22 
4 
5 
6 
4 
4 
4 
° 58 141 10 
3 14 
5 
59 353 1 
60. oe 
5 
61 173 13 
5 
5 
62 86 12 
GB ww oe 
4 
64174 7 
65 244 17 
66 248 3 
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Eliminate—To take ratings for Britannia 
Metal Blanks (Unfinished Shapes), page 
86, item 17, O. C. No. 43. 

Machinery and Machines: 

Water Wheels and Water Wheel Parts: 
Turbine Water Wheels: 
SOR: OF GEE GD ho 0 6 eck c ce dccecsens 
In boxes or crates.. piewekes'ebene 
Turbine Water Wheel “Runners: 
Loose or on skids ....... Se eee 
In boxes or crates......... eebee~ees 
Turbine Water Wheel Governors: 
Loose or on skids..... 
In boxes or crates 
Turbine Water Wheei “Guide ‘Cases: 
Loose or on skids ....... 


eeeeeeeeseseeeees 


Im DOMOS GF CTOUES 60s cccccscccccccnes 
Se. Water Wheel Discharge Cylin- 
ers: 
Loose or on skids ..... time ceheetsaeans 
In boxes or crates ........ cabea0 


Turbine Water Wheels, with ‘or with- 
out necessary erection equipment of 
iron or steel foundation beams or 
bridge trees; Turbine Water Wheel 
Runners, Turbine Water Wheel 
Governors, Turbine Water Wheel 
Guide Cases and Turbine Water Wheel 
Discharge Cylinders, in packages loose 
or on skids, minimum weight 24,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 27), (subject 


EE ee A ee 

Water Wheels, other than Turbine Water 
Wheels: 

K. D., loose or in packages........... . 

K D., loose or in packages, C. L., 


minimum weight 24,000 pounds (sub- 
ject to Rule 27) (subject to Note 3). 


the 
addition of the words ‘‘and 4 (d)”’ p> ann 
ing the words ‘‘Sections 2 (d) and 3 (c).”’ 

Eliminate—To take ratings under the head- 
ing of Roof Trimmings and Guttering, 
Metal, for Conductor Pipe, down se El- 
bows or Cutoffs, page 283, items 5 and 7, 
0. C. No. 43. 

Eiiminate—To take ratings under the head- 
ing of Pipe and Elbows, Sheet Metal for 
Heating Furnace Pipe or Elbows (Air or 
Smoke Flues), iron, steel 3 ha page 265, 
items 16 to 19, inc., O. C. . 43. 


That the specification be Seer so as to 
provide for Witch Hazel Extract, in bar- 


rels, half-barrels and kegs...... i. SRS . 
That specific rating be provided for: 
Nogas: 


In barrels ...:00. 

In barrels, C. L., ‘minimum weight. 40, 000 
pounds 

Hair: 
Cattle, Goat or Hog, including Crude Bris- 

tles, not otherwise indexed by name: 

Im DEBS cccccccscvccccccccevcece eccccccccs 

OS are lrtbeksneenwawes 

In bales, not machine pressed...... otetes 

In machine pressed bales ..... 

In packages named, C. minimum 
+ espe 20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 


eeeeeerreeseeres ereeeces eeercereee 


Cattle, Hog or Horse: 
Curled in rope form: 
In machine pressed bales .........+ee. 
In machine pressed bales, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 24,000 pounds (subject 


bon toe ber tet 


bon 


OM ee 


SS rarer errr rere © ee 
Curled, other than in rope form: 

BE EE cadbcdsdobternssevemsmane<s0iee0s D1 

In bales not machine pressed ........ -D1 

In machine pressed bales ......... sane. 

Bristles, other than crude, in boxes......... 1 


That specific rating be provided for: 
Aloes Residue: 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, 
weight 30,000 pounds PO OL OT 
That Hamper Baskets nested in bundles, 
each hamper projecting above each next 
lower hamper not more than two-thirds 
of its height be rated two and one-half 
times first class. 
Nursery and Florists’ Stock, other than Cut 
Decorative Evergreens, prepaid: 
Dormant: 
Roots, Bulbs or Tubers: Flower Roots, 
not otherwise indexed by name: 


Tid IE on ono cca ececncscgcce 1 

In packages named, C, .. minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds capri o> o's ea he's ‘ 

Vegetable Roots not otherwise indexed 

by name: 

Ti SE, ae kien dcderepereeeedendeeaeee a 
In barrels OF DOXES ...ccccccccccsccscccs 1 

In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds PSC ® 

— Palm: : 

Fae. TE TE RIND, oo nc.k ec 0. 0:0.00 000: 000000800 3 

In bulk in barrels, C. L, minimum weight 
DD. MES oi0:6. 050.000 08660000002 nsceesnonen we 
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67 278 12 Racks, Magazine or Book, wooden: 


s. U., in boxes or crates 
a 
68 120 21 Come 


eee teeters eeeeseee 


flat or folded flat, in boxes or crates 
wrought iron or steel, 


brazed, 


welded or seamless, for compressed air 
or gases or liquids under pressure, not 
otherwise indexed by name (see Note): 


Coppered or Nickeled: 
In barrels, boxes or crates ... 
Loose or in packages, C. L., 

weight 36,000 pounds. 

Other than Coppered or Nickeled: 
Loose .... 
In barrels, boxes 
Loose or in packages, 


Cc. Ll, 


eeeeeee eeeeee 


‘or crates ania 


minimum 


ee eeeeeeeee 


minimum 


-D1 


2 


weight 36,000 poumds...........eeeeeeee oe 
Note.—Cylinders from which gas has 


been exhausted will be 


regarded as 


empty provided such gas as remains has 
a pressure of not exceeding 25 pounds 


per square inch. 
Cylinders, Acetylene Gas, 

Note): 

EBORE. ccccecsos 


In barrels, boxes or crates..... 


iron or steel (see 


minimum 


Loose or in packages, C. L., 
weight 36,000 pounds...... pt ecccecorces ve 
Note.—Cylinders from which 


been exhausted will be 


gas has 


regarded as 


empty provided such gas as remains has 
a pressure of not exceeding 25 pounds 


per square inch. 
Paper Articles: 
Facing Slips, Post-office: 
Printed: 
In boxes or bundles 
Not printed: 


In boxes or bundles.......... 
That specific rating be provided for: 


a ke oe 
Boot and Shoe Findings: 
String Nails, in barrels or boxes 
Vehicle Parts, -etc.: 
Automobile Parts: 
Starters: 
In boxes or crates 
In packages named, C. 
weight 30,000 pounds 


71 338 11 


1 


Supp, 4. : 
72 12 6 Gum Dextrine or British Gum: 


In fiber or metal cans or cartons 


Pe ere ele 
Tey GEREIO WOES cc cdsscediscccccces 


In double bags 
In bulk in lined barrels 


eeeeeeeee 


Automobile 


eee eereeetees 


eeeteeeeee 


Engine 


minimum 


in barrels 
i cinendi 
bi i alanetoeth R. 


In bags or in bulk in lined barrels, C. L., 5 


minimum weight 36,000 pounds 


73 16 1 Rule 2 (EB), Section (f). 
Minimum thickness of body 


an inch, 


-18 


sere eeeee 


to .33 of 


Uniform Committee Descriptions. 


In the following proposed changes 


in classification, 


cl 


cr 


the 


descriptions of articles are based on recommendations of the 
Committee on Uniform Classification and changes in ratings are 
suggested by the Official Classification Committee: 


100 44 1 Abrasive Cloth or Paper: 
Alundum, Carborundum, 


Corundum 


or 


Emery Cloth, or Cloth and Paper com- 
bined; or Cloth, or Cloth and Paper com- 
bined, coated with similar abrasive ma- 


terial: 


In boxes, bundles, crates or rolls.... 


In packages named, 
weight 36,000 pounds 


cm dh 


minimum 


Alundum, Carborundum, -Corundum, Em- 
ery, Flint or Sand Paper or Paper coated 


with similar abrasive material: 


In boxes, bundles, crates or rolls 


In packages named, C. 
weight 36,000 pounds 


L., 


101 46 9 Acorns, in bags, barrels or boxes........... ‘ 
102 275 22 Addressing Machine Parts: 
Address Plate Holders, in barrels or boxes 
Address Plates, in barrels or boxes........ 
Address Plates and Holders combined, in 
SE Cr ME cscecncpdeatarnccccoeccsos 
103 48 2 Agricultural Implements, Hand: 
Knives, Cane, Corn or Hay: 
7. burlapped or straw roped bun- 
leeks aad matin icneee Rae Sue we 6 oe 
QR |e Se ee a eee R. 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
DEE  -wccracndeddh<ens = cnedenedahs apaedaks <0 
104 48 14 Agricultural Implements, Hand: 
Plant Setters or Transplanters: 
In barrels, boxes or crateS............. 
In* packages named, C. L., minimum 
— 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
RAS ES At ee 3 
105 5213 Agricultural Implements, Hand: 
Rollers, Garden or Lawn: 
LOOSS OF ih PACKABSS «2.5. cb ccccsccces R. 
Loose or in packages named, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 24,000 pounds spenenet to 
DE GEE acacane a ia Ga eaa ease o.dfes4-60-¢ 
106 4815 Agricultural Implements Other than Hand 


(see Note): 


Note.—When provision is made for Im- 


plements K. D., in bundles, 


the poles, 


ee ey 


ee ee 


30F ss. on 
108 51 11 
109.6 a 
110 53 15 
i re 
112 54 6 
ae 
114 56 14 
115 

116 56 5 
117 (55 15 





wheels and other 
cepted loose. 
Detached small parts must be in boxes 
or securely wired to frame. 
Harrows: Disk, with or without Sower 
Attachment: 
Be aie a 
K. D., disk sections loose, other par ts in 
boxes, DOMGIGS GF CIBROG 6 06 dics cesese 
K. D., disk sections loose or in crates 
with disk edges completely protected 
by metal bands or crating, other parts 
in boxes, bundles or crates........... R. 
S. U. or K. D., loose or in packages, 
©... Baa minimum weight 24,000 pounds 
(subject to Rule 27) 
Agricultural Implements Other than Hand 
(see Note): 
Hay Curing Trucks, two wheeled: 
K. D, flat, loose or in packages.......... 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
— 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
Sl cn iciminieha aie Rap aad a nllndnd omnia te aalle + obo 
Agricultural Implements Other than Hand 
(see Note): 
Potato Diggers: 
bags | a Elevator Attachments: 


K. D., wheels on or off or. without 
wheels, in boxes, bundles or crates.R. 
S. U. or K. D., loose or in packages, 
C. «Ls, minimum weight 24,000 pounds 
(subject to Rule 27) 
ee = Attachments: 
K. D., wheels on or off, in boxes, bun- 
dles or crates R 
S. U. or K. D., loose or in packages, 
Cc. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds 
(subject to Rule 27) 


large parts will be ac- 


eee ee ee ee 


eee eee eee eee eee ee eee eee ee 


ee ee ee 


D1 
25 


Parts for Agricultural Implements Other than we 


Hand: 

Binder Hitches: 
| i et dS ere 
K. D., loose or in bundles, C. L., mini- 

mum weight 24,000 pounds (subject to 
Rule 27) 

~—s =f Agricultural Implements. Other than 
an 

Binding Attachments for Harvesters or 

Reapers: 
OS ee 
In packages named, C. L,, minimum 
me 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
Parts for Agricultural Implements Other than 
Hand: 

Grain Drill Tubes, Flexible, iron or steel: 
In barrels, boxes or crateS...........ee0. 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 

weight 30,000 pounds 
as 4 ‘Agricultural Implements Other than 
and: 

Grain or Seed Drill Blades or Points: 

In barrels or boxes 
In barrels or boxes, 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Parts for ‘Agricultural Implements Other than 


ee 


ee ee 


Cc L., minimum 


ey 


Hand: 
Plowing Guides, Traction Engine: 
D., loose or in bundles.............. R. 
K. D., loose or in bundles, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 24,000 pounds (subject to 
BE IA seins gird teasing Sunt ah Biate dhe eae We in 
Parts of Agricultural Implements Other than 
Hand: 


Plow or Cultivator Parts, iron or steel, not 
otherwise indexed by name: 


rare med 
In barrels, boxes or. crates........... R. 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
WEEE TEOCD BOURNE 6 cccccwicccceccccce 
Parts for Agricultural Implements Other than 
Hand: 
Potato Digger Parts, iron or steel, not 
otherwise indexed by name: 
Mt IN casdintnie main cadakee Sr See 
In barrels, boxes or crates............. R. 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds ....2..%.cccccccce 


Parts of Agricultural Implements Other than 


Hand: 
Rolling Coulters: 


DME: scsmiibes«ess sitnaaddeuedkts a ee R. 
In bundles ..... ae Cpamien dee be wECe e0 R. 
eer er 


In barrels or boxes ............ 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 


weight 30,000 pounds ..........ccccceee 

Parts for ‘Agricultural Implements Other than 
Hand: 

Seats, iron or steel: Finished, with or- 


without Seat Springs: 
In barrels, boxes, bundles or crates..... ‘ 
Loose or in packages, Cc. L., minimum 
ame 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
Unfinished: 
» In barrels, boxes, bundles or crates...... 
Loose or in packages, Cc. L., minimum 


weight 36,000 pounds .......... cave —— 


oe 
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118 57 1 Porte, for Agricultural Implements Other than 


and: 
Wheels: Other than Master Wheels (Bull 
Wheels): Iron or Steel: 

Weighing each less than 10 pounds, 
loose, or in bundles ~pomearenes each less 
SG Ee EE. « cave o0.c ccwss.an 0000008 

Weighing each 10 pean or over, loose 
or in bundles weighing each 10 een 
RP aes tate acts aeons sik eieb be assie ac 

In barrels, boxes or crateS.............. 

Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
_ 24,000 a (subject to Rule 
RES A A NR 4-3 2% 44, Re 

Wooden, or iron or "steel and wood com- 
bined: 


Hub to hub, in boxes, bundles or crates. D1 


Other than hub to hub, loose or in pack- 
EE EE Se ee ey Se 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
GH secicen sens re pisses tewctabekbwsce eet 
57 6 Albumen, Blood: 
Dy TN 5 da ker ncdkaneone exci indneeke drewets 
i A = i tae ohn ae eS as Ew Reb 6 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
30,000 pounds 
58 17 Aluminum and Aluminum Articles: 
Dross or Ashes: 
ee TR ee I 5s ot. 0 9.05095 90450 00542 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 40,000 pounds 
58 12 Aluminum and ‘Aluminum Articles: 
Scrap: 
Re A ne eo ae ee ee ee 
In machine pressed bundles ............. 
In barrels, boxes or cratesS............... 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
WEIGEL BO.G0D DOUNES cocccccccccccccccse 
297 9 Aluminum and Aluminum Articles: 
Skimmings: 
In bags, barrels or boxes.............. R. 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum 
weight 40,000 pounds 


59 6 Aluminum (Alumina) Salts: 


Cee ee ee teeter eeeeesereee 


ee 


ee ee 


. Sulphate of Alumina (Paper Makers’ 
Alum): 

In glass or earthenware, packed in bar- 

yo ge, a ae ee 

In fiber or metal cans or cartons, in 

ee ae eee 


In bags, or in bulk in barrels or boxes... 
In bags, or in bulk in barrels or boxes, 
or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 40,- 
Ce NEE ensecpticnsetesaee ease ss set 


63 6 Asbestos:. 
Filler Blocks for Acetylene Gas Cylinders: 
In barrels, boxes or crates .............- 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds PON Ae ee RC 
Ash Receivers, Rotary, iron or steel, in 
boxes, bundles OF CTATED 2... cccccccccccccce 


.. .- Ash, Volcanic: 
In es gS ee ee eee ee R. 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum 
WEIGNE 40,000 NOUMEM 2600 cc cccccccccsccces 


63 20 Asphalt (Asphaltum), Natural or By-Prod- 
uct, other than Asphaltum Paint: 
In bags OE EEE PE Ee, a Pee 
In barrels, with or without heads......... 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum 
ae en eee errr 
Tee BRIE COMM COO BIGER) co ccsnccasscccceces 
Note.—Asphalt (Asphaltum) Natural or 
By-Product, other than Asphaltum Paint, 
in tank cars not fully unloaded at destina- 
tion, and returned in the original tank 
ears to the original shipping point will be 
charged at 4th class rate, and at the 
actual weight unless the application of the 
carload rate and the minimum carload 
weight results in a lower charge. 


63 24 Athletic, Gymnastic and Sporting Goods: 
Baseball Bases, canvas, in barrels or boxes 

64 7 Athletic, Gymnastic and Sporting Goods: 

Billiard or Poel Outfits: 
Billiard or Pool Tables, or parts thereof, 
finished ‘with or without Slabs or 
Slates, including not more than one set 
of Billiard or Pool Balls, Shake Balls 
and Shake Bottles with each table, in 
boxes with parts of Tables to which 
they belong: 

SS errr reer 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
> ~ arama 20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
Billiard or Pool Tables, or parts thereof, 
finished or in the white, Ball Racks, 
Cue Bridges, Cue Cabinets, Cue Racks, 
Cue Racks and Coat Closets Combined, 
Cues, Markers, Pin Pool Boards,Pool Pins, 
Slabs, Slates, Table Covers or Trian- 
gles, including not more than one set 
of Billiard or Pool Balls, Shake Balls 
and Shake Bottles with each table, in 
packages named’ for L. C. L. Vox: any 
quantity shipments, mixed C. L, mini- 
mum weight. 20,000 pounds (subject to 
PD SD ‘chssessdiccceteses 


eeeeeeee 


ee 


bo 


A) 


6 


ao 
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SRE neues 
132 66 19 Bags: 


133 6713 Bakery Goods: 


134 139 21 


Supp. 5. 
135 12 32 


136 69 5 


Supp. 3. 
i 


138 69 


139 
140 71 6 Baskets or Hampers (see Note 3): 





130 287 22 Athletic, Gymnastic and Sporting Goods: 


15 Barrels, 


Bases, 


Game Illustrating Boards, Base Ball or 
Foot Ball, in boxes or crates ............ 
Bag Fasteners or Ties, wire, in barrels or 
EEC EIS OS i Ee ea ae 
Burlap or Gunny (see Note) 
Not lined: 
In bags, bales, boxes, bundles or rolls.. 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds ........cccccccecs 
Biscuits, Bread, "Cakes, 
Crackers, Matzos, Pretzels or Toast, not 
otherwise indexed by name: 
ee ete 
In’ fiber or metal cans with glass fronts, 
glass protected by corrugated fiberboard 
or wood, or without glass fronts, in 
RS EI 9 ped) th ieee 
In fiber or metal cans with or without 
glass fronts, in shipping racks.......... 
In_ shipping baskets with basket-work 
I ed eeu atlins eet h ae Ss atch «ck bw Sle 
In shipping baskets with solid wooden 
WEN 5: bun: 995045 Gt > piadinnabedaatie Aolewrnian + 05:40 a 
In wheeled carriers, wood, fiberboard and 
iron or steel combined, I es nic cary 
Tit BREE OF WINE én sc ccecadwiassaaecesseces 
In packages named, or in metal canc loose, 
C... aa minimum weight 20,000 pounds 
(subject to Rule 27) 


Balls: 


Heat Radiating, 


fire clay, in barrels or 
boxes 


ee 


Iron and Steel, etc.: 


Barrel or Drum Bottoms, Heads or Tops: 
In boxes, bundles or | leat amp 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 

weight 36,000 pounds 


See eee eee eee eereee 


Barrels, Half Barrels or Kegs, iron or steel, 


glass enameled: 
EONS OE Ti DRCNMON inns 0500s. csecccececnes 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 


weight 24,000 pounds (subject. to Rule 27) .. 
Barrels, Half Barrels or Kegs, Empty: 


Compressed Paper or Pulp, not otherwise 

indexed by name, loose or in packages.. 

Half-Barrels, Casks, Drums or 
Kegs, not Atherwise indexed by name, 
iron or steel: 

U. S. standard gauge No. 16 or thicker: 
LOCOS OF 10 DRCKABES Q 00:00 cccciesscesceccs 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 

= 16,000 pounds (subject to Rule 


U. S. standard gauge No. 17 to 19 inclusive: 


U., loose Or in packageS.........cccccee 1 


S. U. 

S. U., loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 13,000 pounds (subject to 
I itachi enna bal ehaindy 6004+ ek ew 
pS Sy ee ee err 
K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 

mum weight 36,000 pounds............. 

U. S. standard gauge No. 20 or thinner: 


mm 


U., loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 10,000 pounds (subject to 
Rule 27) 
| a ee eee 
K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 

mum weight 36,000 pounds............. 
Orfament, ‘Statuary or 
wooden, in barrels or boxes ..............% 


Berry, Fruit or Vegetable Shipping: Ba- 
nana, sheet veneer or stave veneer: 





os 5 


> Une BOGUS: OF TR DRGRROS 6.5 oc ccicgsccse D1 


Not nested, loose or in bundles........ 4tl1 
Nested, in bundles or crates (see Note 1) Di 


Loose or in bundles, C. L., minimum 
mee 10,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
Berry, Fruit or Vegetable Shipping, not 
otherwise indexed by name: 


Fiberboard: 
With covers, covers detached, bodies 
nested: 
Tie DEES OP GUREOE...., 6:n,0.00.0020s 00000 


In- packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to 


No Cicer esccicgbawae edodece 
Sheet Veneer. or Stave Veneer (see 
Note 2): : : 
With covers, covers detached, bodies 
nested: 
Ti DUMIED OF GTOROE «6 oc cccicccccesiccce 
Loose or in packages, C. L, mini- 
mum. weight 24,000 pounds (sub- 
5c A te, TORN TOUR + si0.w0: 40 640:0'0.0'4 v'0.0.00 
Without covers, bodies nested: 
Tm DRGTOS OF GUOGOG. 6 o4dcscccesccece 
Loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 18,000 pounds (sub- 
SE Ub: BE ED. Kiibics Wine'n 6.00 400.0's #00 
Berry, Fruit or Vegetable Till Baskets or 
Till Boxes: 
Paper: 
Not nested: 
In boxes or crates....... ey pe 3t1 


In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 10,000 pounds (subject to 
Rule 27) 


1 
o* 5 
1 
oe 5 
1% 
oe 4 
ee 2 








910 


Nested: 
In boxes, bundles or crates......... 1 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 16,000 pounds (subject to 
Rule 27) 
be ag: 


mm 

Not nested: 

In boxes or crateS .....-.sesseeeeees 4tl 

In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 10,000 pounds (subject to 


Cee eee eee eee eee Hee eee Fe 


SE EP cscbccbince Ber etercaeesicvee oe 
Nested: 
In bundles or in crates completely 
Es tet ee oe A ccs win Wah s Hints a p 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 18,000 pounds (subject to 
DEE cide es cea cert aba besebeeet +0 
sm *. 
Tek BeNOR OF GEORGES «oo nc Sactccccscss 1 
In packages named, GQ L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds .....ccceccece oo 
Ladies’ Work or Infants’ Toilet, with or 
without interior fittings or upholstering, 
Oe ee SD bi din cacsccdreccoeswosses 4tl 


Lunch, fitted for or with utensils, in boxes 
OPE ee arr rrr D1 
Baskets or Hampers, not otherwise indexed 
by name: 
Bamboo, Grass, Rattan, Reed, Straw, 
Twisted Paper Fiber, Willow or Wood, 
separate or combined: 
Splint or Stave: 
Overhandled: 
Not nested: 
Loose or in bundles ..........-.. 4tl1 
In bundles of four (4) or more, 
ends placed in each other....3t1 
Im BOROS OF CFATES ...ccccecccece D1 
Nested (see Note 1): 
Handles attached, not folded to 


sides: - 
Se, ED cd ndbaosesecce ce encdas D1 
Tm BOGOR OF CRATES 2... ccccccccece D1 
Handles detached or folded to 
sides: 
NE itn ccs was cans oobeskes 1% 
Tee WORE OF GEREOR. 2. cece cccccces 1% 


Other than Overhandled: 
Not nested: 
In bundles ..... PE ee ee 4t1 
In bundles of three (3) or more, 


two completely enclosing the 
GD i n.0.0h0090000060806000e08 3tl1 
De DW OE GPRD cc ccccccccccccs D1 
Nested (see Note 1): 
EE cab tcc sae 60s ene Soo ene 1% 
ee ee GI, a cc kn cdccecsce 1% 


Overhandled or other than Overhand- 
led, loose or in packages, C. L., 
minimum weight 10,000 pounds 
(subject to Rule 27) ...scccccsccces oo 

Other than Splint or Stave: 

Overhandled: 

Not nested: 
Leose or in bundles ............ 4tl 
In bundles of four (4) or more, 
ends placed in each other..... 3t1 
Wh PE GR GUROED co ccccecesecces D1 
Nested (see Note 1): 
Handles attached, not folded to 


sides: ; 
rs ee er eee D1 
ae rere D1 
Handles detached or folded to 
sides: 
DP cpccpchhecchobaséaeeed® 1% 
Se TD MNOS, oc icc cccwcece 1% 


Other than Overhandled: 
Not nested: 
Be EE o.ccsendeddakosencceses 4t1 
In bundles of three (3) or more, 
two completely enclosing ae 


SO IRE ee etre: 23 
pT Te ar D1 
Nested (see Note 1): 
i cnchn cnaihe wees seen eee 1% 
Tee DAMON OF CYEEOR,.. 2 icc. cccccccs 1% 


Overhandled or other than Overhan- 
dled, loose or in packages, C. L., 
minimum weight 10,000 pounds 
Ee ten eesenbenece os 

Canvas, with metal or wooden frames, 
covers or bottoms: 


RS RRR eee ree 4tl1 
S. U., nested in bundles or crates.... 1% 
Folded flat, in bundles or crates....... 1 
Fiber, yoo gy! hardened: 
Not nested, loose or in packages...... 3t1 
Nested: 
Se EE. dn det kane beke Paced aecnee 1% 
Be ND OE CPRCED 5 okc cc bi ccccc cecces 1% 
Paperboard, flat or folded flat, in boxes 
GP GFOCES ...cccs Dic ceGthakecowebeennee 
Wire: 
Not nested: 
Sd .ccdak nn oceehamanesahedens D1 
ee eee D1 
Nested: 
ES EEE OEE E OCCT OE 1 
Ce Ge GED bbc ewkss cone cuwaces 1 


oc 


141 

142 

143 72 
144 72 
145 74 
i146 .. 
147 75 
148 75 
149 75 
150 75 
151 75 
152 76 
153 325 
154 76 
155 «76 
156 77- 
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Note 1.—Rule 33 will govern, except 
the words ‘one-half’ (4%) of its height’ 
may be substituted for ‘one-third (14) 
of its height.” 

Note 2.—Ratings apply on the type of 
Overhandled Shipping Containers com- 
monly known as ‘Climax’? Baskets and 
on the type of Other than Overhandled 
Shipping Containers known as Fruit or 
Vegetable Hampers or ‘Jersey Peach’’ 
Baskets. Overhandled Baskets must 
have handles detached or folded to sides. 

Note 3.—Any of the baskets made sub- 
ject to this Note may be nested together 
and when the inner basket in a nest of 
three or more baskets is filled with small 
baskets the ‘‘nested” rating will apply. 


Battery Chutes, cast iron or steel: 


BD Gr BI 5 bio bc Socckivicresieccae 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
Se, I ID, 6c cccncrecccttecoce so 
Battery Wells,. plate or sheet iron or steel: 
SD OS FD BI 60:6. 66.05.00: 0054.060neees D1 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 


| aan 10,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
a aa catnulst Dee Madltes od k pete ee beats ksG beg ae a 
Battery Zincs: . 
i ne OE, on coos ccanew ene tasenee 3 
In packages named, 
TGS De: DOES. ch csp cctdcccesece® ce 


Bed Spring Fabric, iron or steel wire: 
Linked: 


Pe tbe headend Meese ae aeeks R. 25 
et P-GP OIE in ockcccccecccscedenes 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
SS. BE ED 6 bcekee cisecseeesde «o 
Woven: 
BN : ticitin isha adn da aeieb aa lann ek Wwaa R. 25 
ES SO ae eee 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
NS CI SUID 6.6. 6 n.0 ccckowascescess 0% 
Belts, Cartridge, in barrels or boxes........ 1 
BOCRRM, TCCUIIS, BR DOG ciciiicviccsccrwcccccs D1 
Billboards or Signboards, without advertise- 
ment: 
Tron or steel: 
SE 5h ohn d cs ase okannaeeseeesie 3 
2. kg ere errr ee ee 3 
In packages named, C. L, minimum 
TE POG DOD scccccicerevesceces v6 
Wooden: ; 
ee, ian Wieck ee opm bens skeen a 3 
ee TE OR UND on oeic do ntsc vccvcccccees 3 
In packages named, C. L, minimum 
IG I I 5 kn cv cancbideocvecnee se 
Signs, — than Figures or Images, pre- 
paid: 
Advertising Boards, wooden, in one piece: 
fj EF rarer 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
TURE BLOOD BOTIEE coc ccccsccseceses 0 
Binding, artificial or imitation leather, in 
Roy rea 1 
Binnacles or Binnacle Hoods, in barrels or 
OES. ais da Snain Kase ResehaPisueks che reenwawe 1 
Bins: 
Flour Bins and Sifters combined, wooden, in 
Se We MO 6 vob ngs e055 oes bahasley o's 1% 


Bins or Shelving, iron or steel, not otherwise 
indexed by. name: 


K. D. flat, in boxes, bundles or crates.... 3 
K, D. flat, loose or in packages, C. L., 
minimum weight 36,000 pounds .......... .. 
Bladders, not otherwise indexed by name: 
ErOsOG, Th DOETEER GF DOESS 6cccccciccccccccce 1 
Pickled or Salted: 
DEE. shins ciaeeaohocstessee arabe cones 2 
EE 64 ict creetnas co ccen shea eens Gan eies 2 
In pails or metal cans, in barrels, boxes 
OE WE Fb nh biwete ccbpesepetet eins ces 3 
In bulk In barrele Or DOKES ...ccccccscse 3 
In packages named, C. L, minimum 
rere 


Blast Furnace Bronzes: 
Coolers, Plates, Tuyeres, Valves or Valve 
Seats: 
EMGGS GP TR. MRGMBGOD, 266 cccccncscsccccces 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds 
Bleaching Powder, not otherwise indexed by 
name: 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes......... 3 
pO ere ee 3 
In bulk in barrels, C. L., minimum weight 
££ rR rrr 
Blocks: Paving: 
Slag: 


CE 6 etka ania ane aka me ako 2 


In barrels, boxes or crates ............. 4 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
Te GE PUNE, nce seeccccccscuces ce 
Wooden: P 
In bags, barrels, boxes or crates......... 4 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
MOGRIE, DOD WORE nc ccccectoescsceds v0 
Boards: 
Clip, wooden, without fixtures, in boxes or 


GEE s.6 4nds oe cdehbe eaebensakedctndgeete 2 
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157 62 15 water - Pipe Covering, in blocks, forms or 
sheets: 
Asbestos, felt or magnesia, 
combined: 
In barrels, boxes or crates 
Loose or in packages (see Note 1), C. L., 
minimum~weight 24,000 pounds (sub- 
ject to Rule 27) 
Note 1.—Rating will include the neces- 
sary metal fastening bands and canvas 
lap or binding strips. 
158 191 27 Boilers, Heating: 
Hot Water or Steam, 


separate or 


ee ee 


_iron or steel (see 


Note): 

Cast: 

S. U., Ose OF Ih PACMEBOS. 2.0.00 ccvcces 1 
K. D. or in sections, loose or in pack- 

0 RR SS eee Serr 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
apes 24, 000 pounds (subject to Rule 

ORS pete ter ee ee 

Wrought: 

S. U., 19Oee OF Wi MACKAMOS o6ss0ccccce. 1 
K. D. or in sections, loose or in pack- 
SE 52acecscatitewl Votntandekocest aes 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
uae 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
Note.—Ratings include equipment of 

Damper Regulators, Gages, Stove Ce- 

ment, Safety Valves or Firing Tools con- 

sisting of Pokers, Scrapers, Hose, Slice 

Bars or Wire Brushes. 

159 .. .. Boiler Parts, iron or steel: 
Braces: 

Weighing each less than 50 pounds, loose 
or in bundles weighing each less than 
DO PI sicexcciice sds acne es es ose cane 2 

Weighing each 50 pounds or over, loose, 
or in bundles weighing each 50 pounds 
a a ere 4 

In barrels, boxes or crates. ...ccccccsccce 4 

Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
WIRE 36,000 NOUNS cvccvccccvccccosee ov 

Domes or Drums: 

Rae OP Te  .- 6.055.550.8060 0000000000 2 

Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
Lane 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
DD Lccicweecedeiti mad GeveoeGe cs sees’. ve 

Doors, with or without frames: 

Weighing each: less than 50 pounds, 
ME. citbicncecuawtibecee esse aes ohene 2 

Weighing each 50 pounds or over, loose.. 3 

In barrels, boxes OF CFALES 26.6 s0cccccecs 3 

Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
WOR Dee DOD So kiewcciccwssccrece t 

Flanges or Nozzles: 

Weighing each 15 pounds or over and 
less than 50 pounds, loose, or in bun- 
dles weighing each 15 pounds or over 
and less than 50 pounds................ 2 

Weighing each 50 pounds or over, loose, 
or in bundles weighing each 50 pounds 
OR SE So cassie Coss wewdelanaka de cones 3 

In barrels, boxes or crates .....7...eeeece 3 

Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
TE, Se EE suiicecwcotscneceen o9 

Handhole or Manhole Collars, Covers, 
Crabs or Lugs: 

Weighing each less than 50 pounds, loose 
or in bundles weighing each less than 
i I inga tinecsnec subeseuinete cabesas 2 

Weighing each 50 pounds or over, loose, 
or in bundles weighing each 50 pounds 
Ne I eh geck. 6 hoc. ck i ak ode eh ORE ale wa 3 

Im Barrels, DORCS OF CTALOD 200ccccccvacvs 3 

Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
WE SEE nc hdc cw ecccsseceesn os 

160 79 86 Bolt Shields, Expansion: 
Brass, im BArrels OF DOKES .....cccscccecese 3 
Tron or steel, in barrels or boxes.......... 4 
ST Se err err ee 4 
61 4. «+» Bolts: 
Door or Window: 

Iron or steel: 

A I anced hace cewtions 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
WONT 30,000 POUNGE cc cssccccccccces ce 
Other than iron or steel, in barrels or 
SNE |<. ois piniia Jaren aa we he Maen sa ois Gieeie's 1 
162 §0 7 Bone Ash: 
4 ie tee, Harrele oF DORE 422 cccdiccsceccecs 4 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
EE re era 
163 80 22 Booths: 
Telephone, Counter or Desk, in boxes or 

WEE fp aivhiee scan. cares ebbsebei senescence css 1 

Booths, not otherwise indexed by name: 

S. W., lene OF I PRCEBEOD. 2nciccccccescss 1% 

K. D., in boxes, bundles or crates........ 1 

164... .. Box Fasteners, iron or steel, not otherwise 
indexed by name, in barrels or boxes...... 3 
165 294 19 Box or Crate Material, wooden, in shooks or 
panels, not otherwise indexed by name: 
In boxes, bundles or crates ............eee. 4 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
Weight 86,000 DOUNGS. .ccccccccccrsccccecs co 
166 95 10 Boxes: 
Cracker (Cracker Cans): 
Tin: 
seeégeeebocaes< D1 


Loose or in bundles .... 


°F 


ou 


co 
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167 187 5 
168 84 2 
169 

170 

171 84 11 
172 

173 84.17. 
174 

175 86 2 
176 94 8 


WORLD 


eS re ee re 1 r 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 12,000 pounds (subject to 
SE tahiti ckenaneoses vaseahcae we 3 
Tin and glass combined: 

Bel EE ae baltrew caves a 40 .das.00% 4000000 D1 

Pe le I oni be ccalesobatsaceese 1 

Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 

weight 12,000 pounds (subject to 
MED gicahescebeeaaaearess eee siewe 46 3 
Boxes: 
Iron or steel, not otherwise indexed by 
name: 
8: U2 

Not nested, loose or in packages ...... 1 

Nested, in ‘packages Hs Aig eee ery 2 

Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 

weight 14,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
Se. escwccdaesonseased cbarenads + os ae oe ee 
K. D. flat or folded flat: 
In boxes, bundles or crates ............ 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds ..... Jivekseabas: os 5 
Boxes: 
Lunch, without utensils: 
Tin: 

S. U., in barrels, boxes or crates....... 1 

K. D. flat or folded flat,:in barrels, 

ONO OF GUD, 66d oss ecadwceinenees R. 25 

In packages named, C. L., minimum 

ay 18,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
DED. diebo stn dbeeecns tots6eka sencate ese x0 R. 26 
Other than tin: 
Ss. in barrels, boxes or crates....... 1% 
K. D. flat or folded flat, in barrels, 
a gt .. RE rr ae 
Boxes: > 
Lunch, containing ‘utensils, in barrels, 
RY EE GUE b-sanres sheriiss<ivicevegus 1 
Boxes: 
Merchandise Display, fiberboard, pulpboard 
or strawboard with display cover or tray, 
1. WOES ccicacscce A ee yee er ee D1 
Boxes: 
Service: 

Roadway, Stop Cock or Valve, cast iron: 
Loose or in packages ........+++++++- R. 26 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 

weight 36,000 poundS ....ccccccccces oe 5 

Water Meter, cast iron, or cast and plate 

or sheet iron or ‘steel combined: 

TORE OE TE DID 0.0:0.0:0 0:06 66009080 3 

Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 

WIGHE 36,000 POUMNGE «oc ccccccsecce 5 
Boxes 
Shelf, sheet iron: 

Not nested, in boxes or crates .......... 1 

Nested: 

SS CS 2 ee rer err 2 

In packages named, C. L., minimum 

= 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule . 
Be: sosvses web sev eveng ede esebbeeesteee os 
Boxes: 
Tin, not otherwise indexed by name: 

In barrels, BORGES GF CTATCD ..cccccccccsce 1 

In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 14,000 pounds (subject to Rule 

NE ceo Salis die cede cules LCRA be aE wea ROR! Oe R. 26 

Brackets, iron or steel, not otherwise in- 
dexed by name: ; 
Galvanized or plain, in bereits boxes or 
CEE, . cckceken toasadetsbasunaes eeeearants 3 
Japanned, in barrels, boxes or. crates.. 3 
Other than galvanized, japanned or plain, 
in barrels, boxes or crates .........- 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum ‘weight 
BEUOe DOM 6 biicecavcccccccccecieveseses 06 4 
Brick: 
Enameled or Porcelain Glazed: 

Packed in barrels or boxes .........-..0.. 4 

In packages named or in cartons or wrap- 
pers, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
ile SR RITE ig ET ee a 5 

Salt Glazed: 

In barrels, boxes or crates, with or with- 

2 Ea eS ere 4 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 

weight 40,000 poundS .....c.cscccsccee ov 5 

Buffing or Polishing Compounds, not other- 
wise indexed by name: 
Bars or cakes: 

Tet WR GP IO ioc Ses tirecccecccscce 3 

In packages named, C. L., minimum 
WOME FE;C00 DOWNES oc cvecccsccccccces oe 5 

Liquid: 

In glass or earthenware, packed in bar- 

Ree eer yer re rrr 1 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes...... 2 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes, C. 

L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds.... .. 4 
in i: we Bw ‘ee 
In bulk in barrels, C. L., minimum weight 

36,000 pounds .......... COneslkemhocaba «i 5 

Paste or Powder: 

In glass or earthenware, packed in bar- 

SE Se ID oo o.dc-5 ass ai clehe bkdes «2009000 1 
In fibre or metal cans or cartons in bar- 

SO GO WO. o'0.08 sock cSccvoasescczcens 2 
In fibre or metal cans or cartons in bar- 

rels or boxes, C. L., miniuum weight 

80,000 POUMAGS ..ccccccccscdecccccccccces co 4 
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In bulk in barrels ........ ese 8 en Shutters: 
In bulk in barrels, C. L., minimum weight Rolling: 
TED VOUMES ove cc cccccescccoscaseseores ce In boxes, bundles or eae ee 3 
177 145 10 Building Sheet Metal Work: Loose or in pocnen, c. L., minimum 
Copper, brass or bronze, or metal or wood weight 30, <1 DCL anbls acaie<des se 5 
covered with copper, brass or bronze: Other than Rol ling: 
Casings or Frames, Door or Window: Loose or in packages ...........0+. 3 
S. U., in boxes or crates......ss.scceses Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds .............. .. 5 


. U., loose or in packages, C. L., 
minimum weight 18,000 pounds (sub- 
Se0k CO. BUNS 37) ccccccccccsccccccees oe 
K. D., in boxes or crates..........- see 2 
K. D., in packages named, C. L., min- 
imum weight 30,000 pounds .......... R. 26 
Doors: 
In boxes or CrateS ......seeeeeeeeeeees 2 
In packages named, C. L., 
weight 30,000 pounds Coase whee os 6e.ae R. 26 
Jambs: 
Wh WEIRD areca discceccacePecctrccceose 2 
Im DOXeS OF CALTECH 2... .ccccccccccecs 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds Peto inicde Oeasee xe 
Moldings: 
Im DOCS OF CFALES ..cccccccccccccccecs 3 
In packages named, C. L:, minimum 
weight 30,000 poundS ........+-eeeeee oe 4 
Partitions: 
Im BOMB OF CFALEH 2 cc ccccccccccccccccce 2 
In packages named, C. L., ini , 
A ecu WE IED oc ccececnccccces as R. 26 


In boxes or crateS ......ccccerccccccces 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
— 18,000 Ibs. (subject to Rule 3 
OP tikecdpeenteabe Ce cide mes esedstarnre 6 
Building Sheet Metal Work, copper, brass 
or bronze, or metal or wood covered 
with copper, brass or bronze, not oth- 
erwise indexed by name: 
In boxes Or crates .........eeesesecees 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum . 
weight 30,000 pounds iar dak Speck diik ee R. 26 
Iron od seen, or wood covered with iron or 
steel: 
Casings or Frames, Door or Window: 
8. U., in boxes or crates .......ccccceee 
S. U., loose or in packages, C. L., min- 
imum weight 18,000 pounds (subject 
DORE Giccc ie tvasawucweseeoces a R 
. Ba, tp DOMES OF CALCD 2 cc cccccccccce 3 
K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., ’ 
- minimum weight 30,000 pounds’...... .. 5 
Doors: 
Rolling: 
In boxes, bundles or crates.......... 3 
In packages, named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds ..........++.+ «+ 5 
Other than Rolling: 
Bronzed, coppered, 
painted: 
Te DOD OF CURBED cic ccccccccvcccece 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds .......... ~~ 4 
Galvanized, plain or primed: 
Loose or in packages .........+.. 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., min- 
imum weight 36,000 pounds.... .. 
Frames, Window, and Sash combined: 
jy Se eee err 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 18,000 — (subject to Rule 


enameled or 


or 


DE cteshbtdarseeadesataxeneecenrneceean os 3 
Jambs: 
DN cc guhéemesekartaane cee neweee 3 
Ot |g 6500040 Kos00 6 eaee 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
se ear ee 5 
Moldings, not otherwise indexed by 
name: 
Bronzed, coppered, enameled or painted: 
i OP PORE ncn cccsecssevecee 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds ...........+.4 «+ 1 
Galvanized, plain or primed: 
In boxes, bundles or crates ........ 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds ............++ «- 5 
Partitions: 
Rolling: 
In boxes, bundles or crates ........ 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds .............+6 oe 5 
Other than Rolling: 
In boxes, bundles or crates.......... 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
TRS GRECO BOND “ocecvcccccccce 08 5 
Sash: 
Not glazed: 
In xes, bundles or crates ........ 1 


In packages named, C. L., minimum 


weight 18,000 pounds (subject to 


Sn See. Kiccahdatedthadensaatcotee we 3 
Glazed: 
With bent, leaded or plate glass, in 
GP GUONOE ns 660 cnctbemecses ees 
With other than bent, leaded or plate 
glass, in boxes or crates..,....... oe 


In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds Oboes 


ereereereee ee 5 


Building Sheet Metal Work, iron or steel, 
or wood covered with iron or steel, 
not otherwise indexed by name: 
Bronzed, coppered, enameled or painted: 
Bb: MOOR GE GIONS 6 cc cewdecevecdsvcies 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds .....ccccccceee op 4 
Galvanized, plain or primed: 
In boxes, bundles or crates ........ 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
so weight 36,000 pounds ............. 
178 88 18 Building Woodwork (House Trim), not 
further finished than primed: 
Native wood, Canadian wood or Mexican 


isa 


pine: 
Columns, see Note 3: 
Solid: 
EBOSO GF I PACHABCE 60rd ceviiccccoces 3 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to 
ET SEE. Sudccessen cde Sacabaceneanses 24 5 
Stave: - 
NS ere eee 2 
In boxes or crates, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to 
er reer a ere 5 
Note 3.—Ornamental Bases or Capitals must 
t: be in boxes or crates. 
179 109 5 Burial Cases (Caskets or Coffins): 
Burial Cases Caskets), S. U.: 
en errr rr ree 1 * 
180 .... Burners: 
Self Propelled, loaded on open cars: 
Electric Railway, actual weight, sub- 
ject to minimum weight of 10,000 


SI EEE. 55.0100 0 0senabe satan weeces 1 
Steam Railway, C. L., minimum weight 
Pt Cn ciaced ceekbaceeeeceade oe 4 
Hand Propelled, K. D., in boxes or 
BNE Wie dedeveiwresscdseeaceeatnctedtes 2 
181 9214 Butter: 
Peanut: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in bar- 
We TOD hon dS oc eeeadccSevecsadenue 2 
We ME: po ttadhbatesedende vet <asseeccee« 2 
In pails in boxes or crates .......ceceeee 3 
In metal cans in barrels, boxes or crates 3 
i ).  £ i FRere 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
TE Se ID oni cc civcccssdepes ve 5 
92 16 Sugar: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in bar- 
ss 2... ere ee eee 2 
In metal cans or pails, in boxes.......... 3 
De ee ee ee GO CD cect ccc cecccives 2 
7 Se Se EN cvckiun donee euenenactes 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
Se ED Soc ddercctcsasoess os 5 
182. .. .. Cabinets: 
Bath: 
Se Ue.g Me DU OP GUIOD occcccccscccciiccs 1% 
: ee rr ee 1 
183 94 25 Candles: 
Tumbler or Glass Cup, packed in barrels or 
OO OT ES EO ere R. 25 .. 
184 187 25 Cans, Empty: 
Oil, iron or steel or tin: 
2 CO CE. ccenceneee &¥ 4055000606 1 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
spent 12,000 pounds (subject to Rule . 
Powder, combined bronze and copper: 
Te a rere er 1 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
me 18,000 pounds (subject to Rule , 
COCO HEHEHE OHHH ERE HEHE OEE HEHE 8 0 
Cans, empty, not otherwise indexed by 
name: 
Fibrebrand, paper, pulpboard or straw- 
board: 
With metal tops or bottoms: 
U., not nested, in barrels, boxes 
i Pee oe eee 1% .. 
S. U., nested, in barrels, boxes or 
ERIN RR 29 RR IE We eas 1 
U., loose or in packages, C. L., 
minimum weight 10,000 pounds 
Copeeees 26 Tile BT) .anccsstsciss. ss 2 
K. , ends detached, bodies folded 
In barrels, boxes, bundles or crates 3 
In packages named, Cc. L., mini- 
mum weight 36,000 pounds aaa, ol 
185 9714 Carbide of Calcium Lights: 
Self-lighting, in cans in boxes............ 1 
Other than self-lighting, in cans in boxes 1 
186 .... Carbon Briquettes: 
a TE, DTPRU. OF DRRGN.. 2.205 0% cicdavaccs 2 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum 
a eee ) 
187 203 6 Carboys, lead, in wooden boxes........... _- = - 


192 


194 
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188 .. .. Carpets*or Carpeting: 195 .... Cattle Dehorning Chutes, K. D., loose, de- 
Rugs, not otherwise indexed by name: tachable parts in boxes.......... ete Ske 
Actual value not exceeding $75.00 per 100 196 101 10..Cement: 
pounds, in burlapped bale or 00" or in Can, liquid: 
ROR FR rt Oe S. ws In metal cans in arenes or boxes..... sen. 
Actual value exceeding "$75. 00 per 100 San: ae Fe WT os ho on 00 <n.0'0 0nd 046055000 3 
pounds and not exceeding $136 .00 per In packages named, C, L., minimum 
100 pounds, in burlapped bales or rolls weight 30,000 pounds ae TS RT, Ee oe 5 
ee ER ee rer 1% .. Natural or Portland (Building Cement) see 
Actu2zl value exceeding 25.00 per 100 Note: 
pounds and not exceeding $200.00 per Not Waterproofed: 
100 oo eS ee aa TE. és I CHO BROS oi cs cess sctee wed nkodee eo °S 
Actual value exceeding $200.00 per 100 Te. OEE. pc beech sb eace bébseseckaces * 
pounds and not excéeding $300.00 per In_ cloth or paper bags or in barrels, 
100 pounds, in DOxKeS ......ccccccccc® 2%ti1.. Cc. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds .. 6 
Actual value exceeding $300.00 per 100 In bulk, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 
yO Ns ac cok euedunesedenns -ee x WOME sabisos gs cusele vekescelsiecwtas <a 6 
Value not stated—If consignor declines Note.—A small number of sacks for 
to state value shipment will be refused. reconditioning purposes in transit, but not 
189 .... Carriers: to exceed 25 pounds in weight with any 
Banana, not otherwise indexed by name: shipment, may be loaded with shipments 
Not nested, loose or in packages...... 4tol ..« of and at the same rate applying on the 
Nested, loose, in packages.............. See Cement which the sacks accompany. 
Nested or not nested, loose or in pack- Waterproofed: 
ages, C. L., minimum weight 10,000 Pe ee Or I ns. c coon dae caeen *. ie 
pounds (subject to Rule 27).......... od 3 In packages named, C. L., minimum 
Lift Vans: weight 40,000 pounds bbLweewesebecsee la 6 
BEE. “cckibo itis a4 ieitciakian alkena i melaata eames 1% < Roofing, liquid: 
Loose, C. L., minimum weight 10,000 In metal cans partially jacketed......... 2 «6 
pounds (subject to Rule 27).......... «. 2 In metal cans completely jacketed....... i 0s 
190 .. .. Cars: In metal cans in barrels or boxes........ as ow 
Railway or Railway Car Bodies, S. U., not Tee BG, DT GE TI oon ks cds evecececcs 3 
otherwise indexed by name: SS Se en eee 4 
Loaded on open cars: In packages named, C. L., minimum 
Actual weight, subject to minimum weight 36,000 pounds alti s Ripka quae biedsm..6)0 5 
weights shown below, for length over > Roofing, other than liquid, not otherwise 
all of the car or car body shipped, indexed by name: 
without regard to length or number In cans completely jacketed ........... «a 
of cars used to transport the ship- SR ect ong ceed aneemiaennk ks 3 
eS eae RE NET R. 26 ir EO CE an cnr erinepebenavewes 4 
Minimum In packages named, C. L., minimum 
Length oyer all weight for each PE SI on ncn ncn becrsecseces. de 5 
of Car or Car Body Car or Car Body Cement, not otherwise indexed by name: 
33 feet and under........... iiss dicestaipin a dusnte a sate aacebere<ian 18,000 pounds Liquid: 
34 feet and over 19,080 pounds In glass or earthenware, packed in bar- 
35 feet and over 20,160 pounds Res 1 * 
36 feet and over 21,240 pounds In metal cans or tubes, in barrels or 
37 feet and over 22,320 pounds ES is tna sacar abs Sine iipa mee mbie bi ews = 
38 feet and over 23,400 pounds ey Se enh ean eis abe. an en 3 * 
39 feet and over . 24,480 pounds Other than liquid,-in barrels or boxes. 3 * 
40 feet and over 25,560 pounds 197 102 8 Cesspools: 
41 feet and over 26,640 pounds Brass body: 
42 feet and over 27,720 pounds Se: Se NG oan na 040s ccnk es eedeuss 2 
43 feet and over RN aioe aieccae ie ens eye angen aacaianalae ..-28,800 pounds In packages named, C. L., minimum 
44 feet and over .-29,880 pounds WOME BONO DOUNEE occ cciccececcsses 6% 4 


45 feet and over 30,960 pounds Iron or steel body: 


46 feet and oved . .32,040 pounds — each less than 25 pounds, loose 

47 feet and over 33,120 pounds or in bundles weighing each less than 

48 feet and over 34,200 pounds OE IE 5.955654.0cbsben ba Si esd eves ues 3 

49 feet and over 35,280 pounds Weighing each 25 pounds or over, loose 

50 feet and over Be Sn eer +-.--36,360 pounds or in bundles weighing each 25 pounds 

51 feet and over 37,440 pounds RR ie eos A eM 4 

52 feet and over 38,520 pounds In barrels, boxes or crates..............+. 4 

53 feet and over ER ea aS ee ....-39,600 pounds Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 

54 feet and over 40,680 pounds MOI BEOUO VOUREE ic iiiscccckcccdces we 5 
55 feet and over 41,760 pounds 198 .... Chaplets, Foundry: 

56 feet and over 42,840 pounds Other than iron or steel: 

57 feet and over 43,920 pounds St EY ocx ceaddcas sRAeted auhe dabes vueee es 3 

58 feet and over EEE RS ree 45,000 pounds Te EO nn ke ik wécecee —_— 

59 feet and over EET Pe ee ee 46,080 pounds 199 .... Checks, Baggage or Parcel: 

CO SOGR SO ORE Be Bie iss ob cocnécesssqsanads wee --47,160 pounds Metal, in barrels or boxes: OLS earn e a we 
61 feet and over ...48,240 pounds Paper: 

62 feet and over ...49,320 pounds Imm DAPTAIS- OF POMBE. 2 066.060.0854 p00sccrece 4 

63 feet and over ..-50,400 pounds In packages named, C. L., minimum 

64 feet and over . 61,480 pounds weight 30,000 pounds ......-.....sses0 ee 3 


65 feet and over --52,560 pounds 200 104 2 Chemicals, not otherwise indexed by name: 





66 feet. and over 53,640 pounds Ex losive, subject to rates 
67 feet and over é 2 54,720 pounds o at ee carriers. and regulations 
68 feet and over feet...... pinta dima aia ceieabwil 55,800 pounds Not explosive: 
69 feet — over 56,880 pounds Ra edhe SNP Att ec 1 
70 feet and over 57,960 pounds In glass or earthenware, packed in bar- 
Ov er 70 = STEPPE e eee eee eee ee ee ee eee eee eeeettes 60, 000 pounds rels or boxes ME PEE CEERI TE 1 
Note.—Ratings apply on Cars mounted on trucks or not In carboys or in glass or earthenware, 
mounted, with or without equipment of motors. When Cars packed in barrels or boxes, C. L., mini- 
are not mounted they may be accompanied by their equipment mum weight 30,000 pounds ..... Pe 3 
of trucks. In fiber or metal cans or cartons, in bar- 
191 187 30 Cars or Buckets, Feed or Litter Carrier: Te OE ON Bh cca Phewn cokd Se cccceces 2 “se 
In boxes, bundles or crates...........+. ye « In bulk in barrels or boxes cana neainaietaanand - was 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight ‘ In fiber or metal cans or cartons, in bar- 
DM EE n. CaScdcacdédetuveckscwcteea’ 00 5 : rels or boxes or in bulk in barrels or 
192 100 2 Cartridge Cases or Tubes, paper, folded fiat: boxes, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
ee ee Pee ee re eee cae BE ct ncnke emma mean akaesd +00 S00 a 4 
Im DOROB. OF CUMEOD 0 viicecccvsscccccecsscss Ss ~“* 201 9615 Chimney Caps or Tops, clay: 
In packages named, C. i. minimum weight In barrels, boxes or crates, with or without 
SE,OGD DOUWMES 20 cidcosscescsces Sissweseee oc o- - CI nn? abe ddhb.cnse tet na de eCRbwe dew des 2 
193 75 27 Case Hardening Compounds: ' Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
Animal Charcoal or Bone Black, Hydro- WIKRE 30,000 DOUNGD 6. kccvccccccccecccces ove e. 
Carbonated: 202 104 8 Chimney Top Bases, Chimney Bonnets, 
In bags, barrels Or boxes............ » -“ Chimney Flues or Chimney nips, clay: 
In packages named, Cc. L., minimum BO ee ee err ee eee ee eee 2 
weight 36,000 pounds ee ee eee 5 In barrels, boxes or crates, with or without 
Case Hardening Compound, not otherwise . CEE S566 050 00s Cobden oes ssbeeeaehhhteeed 4 
indexed by name, in bags, barrels or Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
WOREON.. <hiae oc nvedtaSietedansetbncn’s venetee 3 ° weight 30,000 pounds ........ceeceeeeeeee oe 6 
Black, Bone, Hydro-carbonated N. O. s. . 2038 .... Chutes: 
bags, barrels or boxes (C. L., minimum Concrete Distributing, iron or steel: 
weight 36,000 pounds) ...-...eeeesseee spoons 5 Not nested, loose or in packages ........ 1 
194 .... Caster Bolts (Shanks), iron or steel: Nested, in eh cm bans 2 
In barrels or boxes .... SB ss , Nested or not nested, loose or in pack- 
In packages named, C. L., ‘minimum weight ages, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 


a RR ae errr a eer 4 pounds (subject to Rule i daigks walneen oe 5 
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204 106 5 Cisterns, Tanks or Vats, wooden, not other- 
wise indexed by name: 
yy Sere errr | ‘Matneseaienacee Sa ss 
S. U., C. L., minimum weight 10,000 pounds 
(subject to Rule __ ARS eer Ng 1 
K,. D., in boxes, bundles or crates......... 3 - 
K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 36,000 pounds ........-+.s00 oe 5 
205 106 21 Cleaners: 
Tobacco Pipe, in barrels or boxes ......... 1 .. 
206 .... Clothes Lines, Wire: 
Bee IO NOD Coie ctiiccccccocccosee 8 cs 
On shipping reels ........... ebinbeuonsawed . & ae 
Ne OP INO 6 6c sd cccicndccscscsccecs 3 ee 
In packages named, C. >. minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds pereceuudestweveexe Perr 5 
207 106 29 Clocks: 
Hall, Skeleton Frame: 
Frames in crates, other parts completely 
boxed in, or detached and in boxes.... 1 ad 
ME Mb ccnndcus ce veeee A ea eniniesaca, te * 
208 74 15 Clothing: 
Belts, not otherwise indexed by name, in 
Pe Oe TD occ ctcctcecsadocees acne. 2 — 
209 109 24 Com Saving Compounds: ~ - 
ry: 
In bags, barrels or boxes ............ - | wo 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds ............... ae 5 
Liquid: 
i a a eR ks Ba ali ole mia Meme cn 3 ror 
In barrels, C. tc. minimum weight 36,000 
BREED sksaeoedeaetes eke behehaeecauaeas. os 5 
210 108 3 Cocoa Butter (Cocoa Grease): 
we Pn <iinntscebddonme dss egeesnce 1 * 
>. eee SE TR Ar eee 2 s 
Im DArrels ..cccccccccccccccccccccccccccccecss 2 * 
211 108 5 Cocoanut, prepared: 
Desiccated: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels 
2 ee ee er ee cae 2 ee 
In fiber or metal cans or cartons, in 
De Gr WEE x cdcakesescscccov es ed ar 
. 3 ae ere ia i iin Bie Die 3 oe 
In bulk in barrels or boxes .............. 3 ° 
In fiber or metal cans or cartons, in bar- 
rels or boxes, in pails or in bulk in bar- 
rels or boxes, C. L., minimum weight 
OS a ree ae heck aie 5 
Other than desiccated: 
BP OBERT GORE TE DOMOS 2ccccccccscssces R26 és 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
a SS a 5 
212 109 15 Collodion: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels 
“ &  — Feeney ee waka . 3 * 
In metal cans in barrels OF DOMOR cc cccices 2 ar 
eee re 2 ‘ 
In metal cans in barrels or “boxes, or in 
bulk in barrels, C. L., minimum weight 
TN rarer haesades oe a 4 
213 110 21 Confectioners’ Paste, not otherwise indexed 
by name: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in bar- 
POG OF DOOR 660000566 vccvcccce Spey eee | “e 
In metal cans completely jacketed......... 1 ee 
In cans or cartons, in barrels or boxes.... 2 oud 
Ds EE Cc ccatveesacecaeesses Beeaeeee = ee 
Te re err ae & és 
In metal cans completely jacketed, in cans 
or cartons, in barrels or boxes, in pails 
or tubs, or in bulk in barrels, Cc. L, 
minimum weight 36,0000 pounds ........ ae 5 
214 112 7 Coping, Wall, Clay: 
ITS Se ES Se = «8 
In barrels, boxes or crates, with or without 
WN (Fi Gei0ebe here ekeeeces ceseeeiuscedcnees 4 ° 
Loose or in packages, Cc. +. minimum 
WI Be, II 6 5566.06 ccncccoscies — 6 
215 85 16 Copper, Brass or Bronze: 
Ashes, Skimmings or Sweepings: 
Be EE ME IE obo cc dnbcdccsioccocoses q « 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
I hn.ds cc ee eee cctececcesede — 6 
216 113 14 Copper, Brass or Bronze: 
Copper, Brass or Bronze Articles, not other- 
wise indexed by name: 
Decorated: 
Not nested nor flat, in barrels or boxes 1% .. 
Nested or flat, in barrels or boxes.... 1. 
Not decorated: 
Not nested nor flat, in barrels or boxes 1% .. 
Nesteec or flat, in barrels or boxes...... 1 as 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
me 12,000 pounds (subject to Rule P 
217 203 9 Cordage, see Note ‘i: 
Note 1.—Oily cordage must not be shipped in air- 
tight containers. 
Scrap Rope, see Note 2: 
In bales not machine pressed or in bun- 
St d¢tccawickawe med Sauenre ab hws thee — om “es 
In barrels, boxes or ee -— 
In machine EO aaa — ae 
In packages named, Cc. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds ES ns eae 6 


Note 2.—Ratings apply on old worn-out Rope hav- 
ing value for remanufacturing purposes only. 
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S33 .. .- (pion: 
Burnt: 
In bags tn atbht b0'0>eeSaebp a Fetes eae 
| as aigasbietet eb ceneeteaee a 
Dyed: 
al grata: Sele aan minut e deka wanes « 2 
Pa Se RES ER, a i cntabene = 
Rovings 
Dyed, in bags or NE iS nipsscy ss er ae 
Not Dyed, in bags or bales ........... “oe 
Samples: 
OAS A nT 
Re ackeh loi mumbai iesiiestets ce awates ce 
Wadding: 
NERS Seg RR Copan ree, S Se ee ee oa 
DE, oon ate eke a pabed ee nad s+ ta<awe 2 
Wadding, jute, in bales. or “cases ere neaee, Ga 
219 117 29 Covers: 
Duplicating Machine or Typewriter: 
Metal or wooden: 
Not nested, in boxes or crates......... 1%. 
Nested, in boxes or crates .......... 1 : 
a than metal or wooden, in boxes... 1% 
‘ail: 
Wooden, in boxes, bundles or crates.... 3 
220 117 32 Cracklings: 
i rr Or OO cnc c ts ccacehenteeenees 4 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum 
i) ee enc cnsacaneeiese we 
221 117 34 Cranes or Derricks: 
Locomotive: 
K. D., loose or in packages ............ 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
SS ES | noc teecwcntdueseow <o 
Moved on own wheels, actual weight of 
car and contents, subject to minimum 
weight of 60,000 pounds, see Note.... 
Note.—If additional car or cars are re- 
quired on account of detached or over- 
hanging parts, the minimum weight 
shall be increased 24,000 pounds for each 
additional car. 
Traveling: 
SS ee 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
ne 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
Cranes or Derricks, not otherwise indexed 
by name: 
EMOGS OF 1 PACHAGOE 2.0. cccsedcccccses 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
aa 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
222 118 3 Crates: 
Crates, wooden, not otherwise indexed by 
name: 
S.* Gs 
Not nested, loose or in packages....D1 
Not nested,.loose or in packages, C. L., 
minimum weight 12,000 pounds (sub- 
(ee “Sea ae ee eee R. 
Nested, loose or in packages........ 1 
Nested, loose or in packages, C. L., 
minimum weight 18,000 pounds (sub- 
ne EE poles teaanetesscoeees ox 
Folded flat or in flat sections: 
Dy DRMGICS OF CFERER ..ccccceccacseses 4 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds ......ccccccccee 
223 189 4 Culverts, Iron or Steel: 
Cast, taken apart lengthwise: 
RMOUO CP IR PACERBOS o.oo ccc ccccceccceses 4 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
Wem SE000 HOUMED .. .ccccccccceccese os 
224 .. .. Cupro-nickel: 
Blanks (Unfinished Shapes), in _ barrels, 
2 Ce saci ebaaneteeeeeau ands > 2 
Plate or Sheet, in barrels, boxes or tubs.. 2 
Rod, drawn, extruded or rolled, in barrels, 
WOE, GERCEE GF THB ~ 6 oc.c ceccvccocccsece 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
WOME 20.000 POUMED 200 ices cccvccveceeds 
225 120 3 Cuspidors: 
Iron or Steel: 
Decorated or enameled: 
In barrels, boxes or crateS ........e0.. 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
SE SD OIG cesccdvcsusccecs o 
Other than decorated or enameled, not 
plated: 
In barrels, boxes or crates............ 2 
In packages, named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds ......cccccccccs i 
Nickel plated, in barrels or boxes...... 1 
Metal, other than iron or steel, in barrels 
i a RE ee eee a ees ee 1 
226 120 11 Ce, _ otherwise indexed by name (see 
ote): 
Gold plated or Silver plated, in barrels or 
RRS CR OREO RT OT ee 1 
Other than Gold plated or Silver plated, in 
ee eee rr re eet ere 2 
Note.—Gold Cutlery or Sterling Silver 
Cutlery not taken. 
227 120 28 Dampers, iron or steel: 
In Darrels, DOMES OF ‘CTALEE 2.0. cccccscccss 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
SRE RE ae ee pes eae 
228 ....Dental Plaster, in barrels or boxes............ 3 
229 189 7 Dies, iron or steel, not otherwise indexed 
by name, in barrels or boxes ............4. 2 
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rene 


23 
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230 305 44 Dele Apparatus: 
tills or Condensing Worms: 
a A or copper and iron or steel com- 
bined: 
In barrels, boxes or crates............ Di 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 


EW - os:eecee panes exe eae ep ye se I Eee 
Iron or steel: 
LESS OF: 1 DPOCHEROE occccccsccesccese D1 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
me 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 


eeeee eee ee ee 


231 121 19 Divi-Divi Pods: 
Eat DOE, PACTS OP DURAN 65.6 one cinciescaces 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
SO —=e eer eer 
232 261 9 Doors, Partitions or Shutters, Rolling, wood- 
en, with or without fixtures: 


In boxes or CIN es so hae. caheid basa aelee 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
SE ee ., EE «8. 64:580303%00sneeases os 
233 123 3 es Eveners, Neckyokes or Single- 
rees: 


Wooden, finished: 
Other than Passenger Vehicle: 


pO Re ae (eaaageeees neaeres 2 

Be. ND 5i 56 cbse an Se temsgs eames cease 2 
; ee ere rer ee 2 

Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 


— 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
4 .. ..- Dough Kneaders or Mixers, Hand, in boxes. 1 
‘ 5 263 29 Dowel Pins: 
Wooden: 
ER rn te Oe ET On ET 3 
MD da eincdicare Wasehiebhita dander ews wasaiere ea 3 
ek OP I ic kicianneasanceonee 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
Weignt 90,000 POUNGE....cccwescccceces os 
236 87 24 Dry Goods: 
Buckram: 
Cotton, or cotton and jute combined, in 
boxes or in wrapped bales or rolls...R. 25 
Jute and felt or paper combined, in 
boxes or in wrapped bales or rolls..R. 25 
Cloth, made of cotton warp and with wool, 
shoddy or mixed filling, in the original 
piece, including Convict Stripes, in bales 
GE: DE GE Ee ibis ons cae anensccées 1 
Corduroy, cotton, in bales or boxes........ 2 
237 335 19 Dry Kiln Cars or Trucks, iron or steel: 
F With fixed racks or standards, loose or in 
NE ee a eee ee 1% 
With racks or standards detached or with- 
out racks or standards, loose or in pack- 


5 
) 


a 


OD cciceue acca eiasne ss awianutedawadan 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
WOME SU Ne WOUND cov ictewesticdensedes os 
Supp. 5 
Th Effective . 
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238 9 2 Blow Pipe or Blow Pipe Fittings, Sheet Iron 
or Steel (see Note 1): 
{ Side seams closed: 
Diameter 8 inches or less: 


Not nested: 
I a Sais nso oad boeeceeeendes 1 
6 Se ee 1 
Not nested, filled with fittings: 
BE NI 6S atatniaeleca actress aos Sa ork nia 2 
Be RE GE Gs 6 0 40005 co cee vecvess 2 
Nested: 
5 Be Ss ca ik CN ivan 6 hare nae Somes Oe 2 
Ce Sa eee ere ee 2 


Diameter over 8 inches: 
Not nested: 


RE PO A SE TO 1% 
in Lad espace eae on dd ae wallen ie 1% 
QE Sg a err 1% 

Not nested, filled with fittings: 
} 2 RES as a err 2 
ee eg ee re ere 2 

Nested: 
Oe ooo ae a reine aaa tle grseieat manus 2 
Oe ee ee ee 2 
Side seams not closed: 

{ Nested, in rolls (see Note 2) .......... R. 25 
pS eee R. 25 


Side seams closed or side seams not closed, 
loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 15,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) .. 

| Note 1.—Blow Pipe Fittings include 
+ Angles, Breechings, Elbows, Feeder 
Spouts, Gates, Hangers, Hoods, Joints, 
Tees, Valves, Y’s and similar fittings or 
connections. 
Note 2.—Outside section of roll used as 
a container for three or more sections 
may have side seams closed. 
9 5 Dust Collectors (Dust Arresters), Not Dust 
Collector Machines: 
Cyclone or Drum: 
U. S. standard gauge No. 19 or thicker: 
S. U. or in S. U. sections: 
eR rer hain ican nore ed 1% 
yy Se Ee eer 1% 


ma. 2a 
Conical bottoms S. U., sides and tops 
rolled or flat: 
rf ee are MERE eee 
3 DOME GF GOAT i ccccccscsseceees I 


i) 


_Bottoma, sides and tops rolled or flat: 
In bundles ........ eeseibedeewsoe'e 
In boxes or crates ..... ‘Speaaboned 
U.. Bs maneerd gauge No. 20 or thinner: 
S. U. or in S. U. sections: 
EOE acttdbnah exw onedas pew hewn eed 3t1 
In boxes or CPELOS ccccs oaeeees oe atia ae 


B.: 
Conical bottoms S. U., sides and tops 
rolled or flat: 


Te. DE 666 4:35:000 4 ee anitaresscece D1 

In DOXCES OF CTACES .cccccccccseece 06, we 
Bottoms, sides and tops rolled or flat: 

In bundles .......... panies Pad idas oheeawle 1 

Im DOROS OF CROCES 6600 ssw sccccscese 1 


U. S. standard gauge No. 19 or thicker 
or U. 8. standard gauge No, 20 or thin- 
ner, S. U. or in S. U. saqtant, or xX. D., 
loose or in So > . L., minimum 
oe 15,00 — (subject to Rule 


Screen Chest: 
8S. U.: 


» PEER ak ee ee ea 1% 
In DOMES OF CTALES. ..cccccesccecceccece 1% 


Bottoms (Hoppers) S. U., sides, tops 
and screens flat: 


EO0GG: OF Gi DUREIAS iccccsccccccccs ct 


IR DOES OF CYOAGE ..cccrcciccccccces 1 
Bottoms (Hoppers), sides, tops and 
screens flat: 
ME: nics seach esnwages aude 2 
See DN OP CURR onikd ccvvcccccce 2 
Ss. U. or K. D., loose or in packages, 
Cc. L., minimum weight 15,000 pounds 
EY a eer 
125 4 Eliminate. 
239 124 26 Dust, Rag or Shoddy, other than Woolen Mill 


Sh oddy Dust: 
In bags, or in bales not machine pressed.. 2 
In machine pressed baleS ......sceeeeseeees 5 


In packages named, C, L., minimum  Sepeaed 
20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).. 


240 72 7 Electrical Appliances: 
Battery Jars, rubber: 
Ee MEE. i aca csdecudees baswshbensneeeanses 1 
In boxes, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
MEE 6.604444 s de ahabedesnacnes Tale erets: <\s 
pathy Sets for Wet ‘Batteries, consisting 
of Battery Oil, Battery Zincs, Copper 
Oxide, Caustic Soda and Insulators, 
with or without Battery Jars or Covers: 
Tm DAPOGIS OF DOMGS cc cccccicccccocnceacecs 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds bee eedeeseSeenees be 
oem, — iron or steel: 
Ss. , in boxes, bundles or crates....... — 
xD in boxes, bundles or crates....... 2 
Sie or in packages, Cc. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds ....cccccccccccccs ov 
Car Heaters, Electric: 
In barrels, boxes or crateS .....ccccecece 1 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
Weight 30,000 POUNGS ..cccccsccsceccces ev 
Contact Blocks: 
We CE 6.5.0 btn Sesbcdubescesdecetaesses ses 1 
In boxes, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
a rere ee re ere eee 
Controllers or Controller Parts, not other- 
wise indexed by name: 


In boxes or crates or on skids ........... 1 
In packages, loose or on skids, C. L., 
minimum weight 30,000 pounds ....... .. 
Electrolytic Cells (Electrolyzers): 
Te DORGE OF CHONG coos ccccecevecccescee 1% 


In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 


ERR OER ee RS FF wcbniteaenae aaa owe 
Eyebolts, insulated: 
Teh DASTSIE OF DEMOS o.c6.0906050 000000008006 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 


Weight 30,000 POUNGS ..c-ccccccccccccce oo 
Fans and Motors combined (Electric Fans): 
Exhaust or Ventilating: 
Tee I OE GE ho 6.09: 600500 600-085-0060 1 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weletet, S6,000 DOCHGE. 6s de6cccacecces e¢ 
Fans and Motors combined (electric 
Fans), not otherwise indexed by 


name: 
Pe EE saree idee. can eeeiicn naan cnes ale 3 
Te) DAETOIE OF DOMED ..occipcdedsccevccsice z 
In packages named, C. . minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds SIR RE AS ee i a 
Field Coils, Generator or Motor: 
7 pinnae steele athe eet; A 1 
In boxes, C. L., minimum weight 30, 000 
WEEE Sindncwese'eae Siabiep anaes se6 nee = 
Generators: 
In boxes or crates or on skids........... ie | 
In packages, loose or on skids, C. L, 
minimum weight 30,000 pounds........ .. 
Generators and Engines combined: 
In boxes or crates or on skids........... 2 
In packages, loose or on skids, C. L., 
minimum weight 30,000 pounds.......... 
Jacks, Telephone, with cable attached: 
Sk TD inte ncdbekaonne620620ben 0000002606 1 


In boxes, C, L. ‘minimum weight 30,000 
WIE onc vibivsjecc cee ccenceavcevesweseote a6 


co 


ce 


i) 
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241 130 15 


242 


244 


245 


246 


247 
248 


249 


250 


133 


134 


312 


162 


109 
139 


139 


189 


27 


21 
11 


19 


29 
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Junction Boxes or Cabinets: 
Without fitting: 
MED Pickncs cbiteasreawne aint ‘ 
In barrels, boxes or crates........+.. 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
. weight 30,000 pounds 
Lightning Arresters: 
In boxes or crates 


ey 


In packages named, C. L., minimum 
SOGRE BO IND 6c aCe cc cccececces 
Partitions, Battery Separator, wooden: 
Me SE ABO cca us poate b4chccdbaneeewees 
In boxes, C. L., minimum —— 36,000 
SEL nbs Gad oe sUe aber beetuseurnecicne os 


Pins, Insulator: 
Porcelain, steel and wood combined: 
In barrels or boxes 


In packages named, C. L., minimum 
SRR WEED DOMED vice cecccscccess ce 
Plates, Battery: 
Steel: 
In barrels, boxes or crates .........0.:. 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 


‘weight 30,000 pounds 
Zine: 
In barrels, boxes or crateS............ 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 -pounds 
Platforms. or Seats, Pole: 

SS 0 See ee ee ee 
Th, Tilep-Sd I I CRMNOR bi vce dvccccsscnce 
K. D. or folded, in boxes, bundles or 

crates 
S. U. or K. D. or loose in packages, C. 


iP eee eee eee eee eee eee ee ee) 


L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds.... . 


Rectifiers, not including Bulbs: 
In boxes or crates 
In packages named, 


eee mete eee teers weses 


Cc L., minimum 


weight 30,000 pounds Sn ar gid atte eadea aaa’ ste ‘ 


Rheostats: 
tt EY ed od need ee ss Aad en eet eae eew a unk 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages, named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds 
Transformers, not otherwise indexed by 

name: 
In boxes or crates or on skids........... 
In packages named or on skids, C. L., 


minimum weight 30,000 pounds ene: er 


Elevator Plungers, iron or steel: 
In boxes or crates 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 

36,000 pounds 

Explosives (see Note 1): 

Note 1—The articles included under 
this heading must be described, packed, 
marked, loaded, stayed and handled in 
accordance with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission’s Regulations for the Trans- 
portation of Explosives. 

High Explosives, not otherwise indexed by 


eee eee ee eee eres eeeeee 


name, subject to tariffs of individual 
carriers. 
Extracts: 
Beef: 

In glass or earthenware, packed in bar- 
_ _f ff eee eee 

In metal cans in barrels or boxes........ 

fk OS ree 


Clamps or Fasteners: 
Cork, Cover or Stopper, for bottles, cans, 
glasses or jars: 


Tin or Wire: 
er 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 

EP WOUND cccccaccacccccnce os 

Iron or Steel, Flexible or Spring: 


ep, NE Oe OIE. ors navcoeeséncsees 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 


weight 30,000 pounds Miiibdnatwhrene. i 


Feed, Animal or Poultry: 
Tankage, Digester or Feeding, Blood Flour, 


Blood Meal, Meat Meal or Dried Meat 
Scraps: 
i Pn. cdccanncamedeete ale Pisa nn twee ce 
Te WEE. OO DOMED -ccccctsvcccececscess 
In packages named, Cc. L., minimum 
EE I IIIS occ cmacesesccsece se 
Fence Material: 
Gates: 
Wooden: 
BOOS OF I DACNOBOE occ ccccsecccsccscs R. 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 


27) 
Filler, Rubber Tire, in boxes 
Filter Blocks, Cylinders, Plates or Tubes, 
tripoli, packed in barrels or boxes.......... 
Firearms: 
Muskets, Rifles or Shot Guns, in wooden 
boxes only 
Pistols or Revolvers, 
boxes only 
In packages named, 
30,000 pounds 
Firearm Parts, not otherwise indexed by 
name, in barrels or boxes 
Fire Escapes: 
Iron or steel: 
K. D., loose or in packages 
Loose or in packages, C. L., 


volvers, am "strapped —— 


Tee eee eee ee eee eee eee ee eee eee) 


eee eee e eee eeee 


ee ee 


minimum 


weight 36,000 pounds ......... ee 


eee eee eee eeeee #e 


eee eee reeeee #8 


eee ee ee 


ee ee) 


See eee eee eee eee eee ee ee 


co 


251 141 28 


252 142 13 


252 


254 143 8 


225 109 26 


256 144 1 


257 240 1 


258 134 18 


259 145 15 
260 288 26 
261 79 32 





Flag Poles, Staffs or Sticks: 
Iron or steel, loose or in packages........ 
Wooden: 
Finished: 
Loose 
In boxes or crates 
In the white: 
Loose 
In barrels, boxes, bundles or crates.. 
Floor Arches, plaster board: 
In boxes or crates 
Loose or in packages, 
weight 30,000 pounds 
Floor Scrapers, Smoothers or Surfacers;: 
Hand, handles detached, in boxes or crates 
Other than Hand: 
S. U., in boxes or crates......ccccccccoce 
K. D., im BOMeS OF CRATES ..c.cccccccccccee 
Fluid, Lightning Arrester: 
In carboys 
‘In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels 
or boxes 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes .........-- 
Food Curing or Food Preserving Compounds, 
not otherwise indexed by name: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in bar- 
PES: GP BOBAE ccc cdvccccccévcgescoveccecese 
In glass or earthenware, packed in bar- 
rels or boxes, C. L., minimum weight 
30,000 pounds .....crccerccceccecsccccces 
In inner containers, other than glass or 
earthenware, in barrels or boxes...... 
In bulk in barrels or boxes 
In inner containers other than glass or 
earthenware, in barrels or boxes or in 
bulk in barrels or boxes, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Forms or Form Parts, Clothing Display or 
Dress Fitting: 


Tere eee eee eee eee eee eee eee eee) 


Tee eee eee ee eee 


See Peete meee eset eee eeeeeseseeeee 


eee ee ee ee 


Busts, without heads or arms: 
Without standards, or skirt forms, in 
DOKCS OF CTATES 2... .cccccccccccccccccccs 


With standards attached, not telescoped, 
and with or without skirt forms, in 
boxes or crates 

With standards detached and busts de- 
flated, in boxes or cratesS...........++. 

With standards detached or telescoped 

so that bust or skirt rests on base 
of standard: 
Without skirt forms, in boxes or crates. 
With skirt forms: 
Skirt separated from and placed over 


bust or skirt collapsed or skirt 

taken apart and nested: 

Be, Eh ekWia Sle kb 65.0 08K60 02 0e0 000 

OO Se er eT ee 

In cabinets in boxes or crates...... 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 


——- 12,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
DP Secdh oec bbe 4a nee OUscee send gencher ee 
Forms or Molds, Concrete Construction, not 
otherwise indexed by name: 
Iron or steel: 

S. U., loose or in packages 

K. D., other than flat: 
EGOG0 OF IN PRCEABNE .o..cccvcesisccrece 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds ............+-5-- 

Flat or K. D. flat: 
Loose or in packages 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Wood, or wood ‘and iron or steel combined: 
J Y loose or in pacKageS........-c.e0- 


eer ereneree 


ee 


ee ee ee 


Leese OF im PAcKABES ...cccccccccescs 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight. 36,000 pounds 
Foundry Facings, not otherwise indexed by 
name: 
In bags 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
BEOOO DOWNES oo ccscccacccncescsesssvescvce 
Frames: 
Hot Bed, wooden, K. D. fiat, 
Frames: 
Seal Press, iron or steel, in barrels or boxes 


weet eee teeter esos 


Cee eee eee EEE HEED HEHEHE HEHE EEE 


Tere eee eee eee eee eee) 


in bundles.. 


Bolts or Nuts, not otherwise indexed by 
name: 
Copper, Brass or Bronze, not plated: 
ek oc cc th ccnseneseeseeses 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
wasnt 30,000 pounds NE ES Pe 


Iron or Steel: 
Copper, brass or bronze coated or gal- 
vanized: 
In bags 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Japanned or’ tinned: 
In bags 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Plain: 
Bolts, twelve (12) inches or over in 
length, loose or in bundles.......... 
In bags 
In barrels Or DOXES ....cccccccccccsccce . 


Seem eee terrae eee ee esse eeeeeee 


eee r errno eeeee 


PTweeee eee eee eee ee eee eee eee eee 


eee eee eee terest eeseeeereeeeee® 


ee 
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Loose is 9 in packages as specified for 
L. C. L. shipments, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds ....-c.cccccscce oo 
Nickel plated: 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, Cc. L., 
weight 30,000 pounds 
Silver plated, in barrels or boxes.......... 2 


Hooks: 

Hooks, not otherwise indexed by name: 
Copper, brass, bronze or German silver, 
not plated: 

In barrels or.boxes 
In packages named, L. 
weight 30,000 pounds 
Iron or steel: 
Copper, brass or bronze coated or gal- 
vanized: . 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Japanned or tinned: 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages: named, C. 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Plain: 
In bundles 
In bags 
In barrels, boxes or crates 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Nickel-plated, in barrels or boxes 
Silver-plated, in barrels or boxes........ 1 


Iron and Steel, etc.: 
Bars or Rods, copper, brass or 
coated: 
In bundles 
In barrels, boxes or crates 
In packages named, C. L., 
weight 36,000 pounds 


Iron and Steel, etc.: 
Bars, not otherwise indexed by name, see 
Note: 
Loose or in packages 
Loose or in packages, 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Note.—Ratings apply on drawn or rolled 
iron or steel Bars, either square, round 
or otherwise shaped, also on such Bars 
when galvanized, ground, hammered or 
punched, but these ratings will not apply 
if further work has been done. 


Nails or Spikes: 


Copper, brass or bronze, not plated: 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, 

weight 30,000 pounds 

Iron or Steel: 

Horse Shoe Nails: 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Nails or Spikes, iron or steel, 
wise indexed by name: 
Cement coated: 
In bags 
In boxes or kegs 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Copper, brass or bronze coated or gal- 
vanized: 


eee ee ee ee) 


262 179 7 


C., minimum 


L., minimum 


L., minimum 


Serre ee ee eee oe 


ee 


263 185 12 
bronze 


minimum 


464 185 5 


Cc. L., minimum 


265 242 47 


eee eere er eessessee #8 


ee ey 


not other- 


seer eee enews oe 


In kegs 
in packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Japanned or tinned: 
In bags 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Plain: 
In bags 
In boxes 
In kegs 
In packages named, C. 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Nickel-plated, in barrels or boxes 
Silver-plated, in barrels or boxes 


266 196 18 Rivets: 


Iron or steel: 
Copper, brass or bronze coated or gal- 
vanized: 
In bags 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., miniraum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Japanned or ‘tinned: 
In bags 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Plain: 
Oe hh Oe eas Poccccccccccce 4 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Nickel-plated, in barrels or boxes........ 3 
Silver-plated, in barrels or boxes........ 2 


ee eee weer sense oe 


eee eee en sense 28 


L., minimum 


ee ee ey 


eee ee | 
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267 197 7 Screws, not otherwise indexed by name: 
Copper, brass or bronze, not plated, in bar- 
Oe Or I oidic west ccnncd avbvtscecvases ° 
Iron or steel: 
Copper, brass or bronze coated or gal- 
vanized: 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. Nee minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds sate Vent benware. ae 
Plain: 
Im Harrels OF  DORGS 2000 vvccdcwcepecess 4 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Nickel-plated, in barrels or boxes” AS OEE 3 
Silver-plated, in barrels or boxes ........ 2 


268 198 13 Staples: 
me iron or steel, 
dexed by name: 
Copper, rhea or bronze coated or galvan- 
ze 
In bags 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Japanned or tinned: 
In bags 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Plain: 
In bags 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 


269 312 8 Tacks: 

Copper, brass or bronze or iron or steel 
wire with copper, brass or bronze 
heads: 

In inner containers in barrels or boxes.. 2 

In bulk in barrels or boxesS............+. 3 

In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds .........ceccecees os 

Iron or steel or iron or steel wire: 

In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
WORSE 20,000 DOURGD occ cicccccccccsce nM 
270 200 30 Washers or Gaskets: 
Iron or steel: 
Copper, brass or bronze coated or gal- 
vanized: ° 
In bags 
In barrels or boxes .« " 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
WIE SEBOU POWER. 06 cccccccvccesce 6% 
Japanned or tinned: 
In bags 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds eth sis bin belreieas se 
Plain: 
In wired bundles weighing each less 
than 25 pounds 
In wired bundles weighing each 25 
QD 6.554065 Ket crtenesenees 4 
In bags 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
WHIGME SE,008 DOUMGS, 2... cccsccvecccce oe 
271 201 12 Wire: 
Iron or steel: 

Wire, copper, brass or bronze coated, 
galvanized, plain or tinned, not oth- 
erwise indexed by name: 

On spools, in barrels or boxes 
Other than on spools, in barrels or 
EE ES ARERR ES ES I are 4 
In bundles, coils or on reels............ 4 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds 
Machinery and Machines: 
Cotton Ginning: 

Belt Distributors, K. D., 

Po ae RED al I SA Re Sy re arr 

Cotton or Seed Fiue Elbows, in boxes or 

CG © os cn ecetnaakes ea 440e 0 hEs tenkes 
Cotton or Seed Flue Valves, in boxes 
Ge TO, 6.06.0 00h 0bt 64.00 60.6006 406tene0% 

Cotton or Seed Flues: 

Iron or steel: 
Not nested, in boxes or crates...... D1 
Nested, in boxes or crates........... 1 
Wooden: 
SB. U., i DOME OF COMtOR. 66 6ccccccces 1 
K. D., in boxes, bundles or crates.... 2 

Cotton Chutes, Receivers or Separators, 

in boxes or crates 

Lint Condensers, in boxes or crates .... 2 

Lint Condenser Caps or Dust Flues, in 


re ee 


not otherwise in- 


ee 


ee ee 


eee eee eee teens #8 


in boxes or 


eee eee ee ee ee 


ee errr ree D1 
Gins or Gins and Presses combined, in 
| eer eer 
Gin Feeders, in boxes or crates.......... 2 
Gin Presses or Gin Press Trampers, sep- 
arate or combined,-K. D., in boxes, 
ek LO Pe ree 2 


Belt Distributors; Cotton or Seed Flues, 
Flue Elbows or Flue Valves; Cotton 
Chutes, Receivers or Separators; Lint 
Condensers, Condenser Caps or Dust 
Flues; Gin Feeders, Gins, or Gins and 





en 


a 








918 





Presses combined; or Gin Presses or 
Gin Press Trampers, separate or com- 
bined, in packages named for L. C. L. 
shipments, Cc. L., minimum weight 20,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27), (sub- 
S006 - OR eee. OP boi ossenx seépbamibhacee oe 
Cottom Gin Brushes, in boxes or crates.. 2 
Cotton Gin Saws, in boxes.......... 2 
Cotton Gin Saw Cylinders (Cotton ‘Gin 
Saws on Shafts), in boxes......... ae 


Machinery and Machines: 
Elevators, Conveyors or Escalators and 
Elevator, Conveyor or Escalator Parts: 
Belt Conveyor Parts: 
Belt nae Idlers (Belt Conveyor 
lls 


273 4n oe 


Loose or in packages .........se0. soe. 3 


Loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 24,000 pounds (subject 
to Rule 27) 


Belt Conveyor Trippers: 
In packages, loose or on skids....... 2 
In packages, loose or on skids, Cc. 

minimum weight 24,000 pounds 
(subject to Rule 27) 


Elevator Machines, Freight or Passen- 
= he 
Ss. ke OT Tee 1 
K. %. or taken apart, in boxes, *pun- 
dles or crates ......ccseceeeees ankege 
S. U., K. D., or taken apart, in pack- 
ages, loose or on skids, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 24,000 pounds veers 
to Rule 27) (subject SD TIGGD Sd... cece ‘ 
Gravity Came Conveyors, iron or steel: 
U. or in S. U. sections, loose or in 
‘packages inks nt cied tad tps ended e 1 
K. D. flat, in boxes, bundles or crates. 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
) aa 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 


Gravity Roller Conveyors: 
S. U. or-in S. U. sections, loose or in 
—o- Reeve memaneeeted aunaseenee.s 1 
loose or in packages............ 2 
sy or in packages, C. L., minimum 
me 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
Spiral Screw Conveyor Parts: 
Box Ends (Trough Ends), iron or steel, 


loose or in Se Oe eer 2 
Box Linings (Trough Linings), iron or 
i Ct An. canctieaneasecesonses 2 


Boxes (Troughs): 
Iron or steel, with gear attached, 
loose or in packages i-ienhne deems 2 
Iron or steel, without gear, loose or 
in packages Jichcbinnbeasnshde<eses 2 
Wooden, loose or in packages........ 2 
Flights, iron or steel, loose or in pack- 
a nae 3 
— iron or steel, loose or in pack- 


aeitale (Flights mounted on pipe), iron 
or steel, loose or in packages........ 2 

Box Ends (Trough Ends), iron or 
steel; Box Linings (Trough Linings), 
iron or steel; Boxes (Troughs), iron 
or steel.or wood; Flights, iron or 
steel; Gates, iron’ or steel; Spirals 
(Flights mounted on pipe), iron or 
steel, loose or in packages, C. L., 
minimum weight 24,000 pounds (sub- 
St i ie a chbekhwerewseheetees 2 

Elevators, Conveyors or Escalators, not 
otherwise indexed by name: 

Portable, —_ or without engines: 

._U. or in S. U. sections: 

Sh cenacgheveseewe ches O0seneeses 1 
Quest eer + | 
Loose or in packages, C. L, 

mum weight 16,000 pounds (sub- 
DE CME BEE accheccnesccecoece. a6 
Stationary: 
K. D., loose or in packages.......... 2 
K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., 
minimum weight 24,000 pounds 
(subject to Rule 27) (subject to 
Note 3) ....-. ake nenceehekebea as 


274 185 19 Machinery and Machines: 


Power Transmission Machinery: 

Bearings, Base Plates, Floor Stands, 
Hangers, Journal Boxes, Pillow 
Blocks, Wall Box Frames or Wall 
Brackets: 


Weighing each less than 25 pounds, 
loose, or in bundles weighing each 
less than 25  .cchatmainaeeniees 2 

Weighing each 25 pounds or over, 
loose, or in bundles weighing each 


SE POURED CF GUEE os ccccesscvccccccs — 
In barrels, boxes or crates .........++:. 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 

weight 36,000 pounds ..........+.s+. ae 


Belt Clamps, Belt Tighteners, Mule Pul- 
ley Stands, Binder Frames or Ten- 
sion Carriages: 

Loose or in bundles ........cecccccccee »- 2 

In barrels, boxes or crates....... 


THE TRAFFIC. 
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Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
yrent 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 


Bushings: 
Metal: 
In barrels, ‘boxes oe eee 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds aS a Fe yuueeen et 
Wooden: 
Te I | kad hear etn koctn antec cconses 2 
In barrels, boxes or crates........... 2 


In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 20,000 pounds (subject to 


pS. eer rr te re Te ae 
Clutches: 

pS eres Jiatviens Sa aeee ieeainareu gem 

In barrels, boxes or crates...........+- 2 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to 


Rule 82). .o<«- EES oo TERRY SN a eee 
Clutches and Pulleys or Sprocket Wheels 
combined: 
EME carte rapinccecstaesdecuas akaeis anwar 1 
In barrels. boxes OP GENE a osscasveee 2 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to 
OS. SR PSE re eer TT arr 

Clutch Sleeves or Clutch Shifters: 


Loose oF in DUNES ..cccccccccccccccce 2 
In barrels, boxes or crateS ........... . 8 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to 
Rule 27)... KAMA MRS RARER CEG R ATOR ae 

Pulleys or Sheaves: 

Iron or steel: 

Weighing each less than 25 pounds, 
loose, or in bundles weighing .each 


less than 25 pounds ......ccccccoee 2 


Weighing each 25 pounds or over, 
loose, or in bundles weighing each 
Sh POUNES CF CUEE «ceccccccccscsces 3 


In barrels, boxes or crates........... 3 


Loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 30,000 pounds ........ .. 
Paper, compressed: 


EGO scar oboe 00seedectecnesseeceeseee 2 
In barrels, boxes or crates ........ 3 
Loose or in packages, C> L., minimum 


weight 30,000 pounds ........cccce. oo 
Wood and iron or steel combined: 


BM sckticttshecdeonhenebenedesuscekes 2 
In barrels, boxes or crates ........ 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
WIE 30,000 POUNRGE ..cccccccccsos ov 
Wooden: 
Block: 
i La ieee saecal alas Bik ie lhc 2 
yee a a ee 3 
In barrels, boxes or crates ......... 3 
Skeleton or Split: 
EERE ORR IS ey eo eer 1 
EE ee ere 2 
In barrels, boxes or crates........ 2 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 20,000 pounds (subject to 
SSMS eee ar 

Pulley Laggings, wooden: 


DA, cian ainedeaieeiia de hae eked 2 
In barrels, boxes or crates ...........- 2 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
met 20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
Shaft Collars or Shaft Couplings: “°° 7" *” 
Weighing each less than 25 pounds, 
loose, or in bundles weighing each 


SOGE TG TE DEE cnc ccnccressicicee 2 


Weighing each 25 pounds or _ . over, 
loose, or in bundles weighing each 25 


Ree een 3 
In barrels, boxes or crates ........... 3 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
SE. ee ED kcbcctcdcsdecen «0 


Shafts or Shafting, iron or steel, other 
than Crank Shafts: 
With cams or fittings attached, such 


as bearings, couplings, pulleys or 


wheels: 


SAE OF. TR. DORE © odes ccensecs 2 


Loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 36,000 pounds ........ .. 
Without cams or fittings: 
Key-leaved or Key-seated: 


T9080 GF 1 POCHEGOS .cccccccccsese 3 


Loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 36,000 pounds 
Not key-leaved nor key-seated: 


Loose or in packages ...........00- 3 


Loose or in packages, C. L 
mum weight 36,000 pounds ...... .. 


Towers, not otherwise indexed by name: 
Iron or steel: 


275 ww oe 


TeOes Gr TH WOCMAMOR. 66 200 ccccctrccccse 3 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
WEIGHE BE.000 DOUNGS 20 ccccicccceccces oe 
Wood, or wood and iron or steel combined: 
K. 


D., loose .or in packages............ 3 


K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 36,000 pounds ............ «- 
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276 290 -9 Seeds: 
Wormseed (Jerusalem Oak Seed): 


In bags, barrels or bOXeS ........ceceees — ar 
In packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds ..... noid bain acee aes 4 
277 177 24 me ~ — Pelts or Skins, not dressed nor 
nned: 


Switches or Tails: 
attle or Horse: 


ry: 

I: OF DUMREIOD: <q ci.cccccccccccsccee a nm 
In bales not machine pressed ....... 1 wh 
In machine pressed bales ............ 2 


Loose or in packages, straight or 
mixed C. L., minimum weight 20,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).. .. 3 


*Carload rates eliminated. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


April 20, in I. and S. Docket 829, the Commission suspended 
from April 22 until August 20 the operation of certain schedules 
contained in Leland’s I. C, C. 1129. The suspended schedules 
provide for increased rates on green salted hides, C. L., from 
Fort Worth and other points in Texas to various destinations 
in Michigan, Virginia and other states. The proposed increases 
range from 2% to 17 cents. 

April 21, in I. and S. No. 830, the Commission suspended from 
April 22 until August 20, schedules in Sup. Nos. 1 and 2 to 
Washburn’s I. C. C. No. 169. The suspended schedules make 
increases ranging from 1 to 7 cents a hundred pounds in rates 
on petroleum and its products, carloads, from Cincinnati, Louis- 
ville and Lexington, to various Kentucky points. 

April 24, in I. and S. No. 831, the Commission suspended from 
April 25 until August 23 schedules in Sup. No. 3 to Countiss’ 
I. C. C. No. 1018. The suspended schedules provide for the 
non-application of Rules 6 and 7 of tariff in connection with 
carload commodity rates on asphaltum, dried beans and certain 
other commodities from California points to New York and 
other eastern seaboard points. Rule 6 provides that where car- 
riers are unable to furnish a car of the capacity ordered by 
shipper and one of greater capacity is furnished charges 
will be assessed on basis of car ordered; if carriers furnish a 
car of less capacity than the one ordered necessitating use of a 
second car to carry the excess freight, the first car and the ex- 
cess will be charged for at the carload rate. Rule 7 provides 
that when freight is received in excess of quantity which can 
be loaded in one car the excess shall be charg for at the 
carload rate. 

April 25, in I. and S. No. 764, the Commission further sus- 
pended from April 30 until October 30 Item 821 on page 182 of 
the following tariffs: C. C. cCain, agent, I. C. C. No. 18; 
Eugene Morris, agent, I. C. C. No. 561; R. H. Countiss, agent, 
I. C. C. No. 1012. The suspended item increased rates on lum- 
ber from St. Louis, Mo., and St. Louis rate points to certain 
points in Montana. It was suspended originally from January 
1 until April 30. 











Digest of New Complaints 





No. 8703, Sub. No. 2. Ford Paving Co., Cedar Rapids, Ia., vs. 
Mo, Pac. Ry. et al. 

Against a rate of 11 cents on carload shipments of chatts 
from Webb City, Mo., to Beatrice, Neb., as unjust and ‘un- 
reasonable. Ask for a cease and desist order, the establish- 
ment of a rate of 8 cents, and reparation. 

No. 8797. R. R. Savage, Webber, Kan., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 

Against rates on one threshing machine from Grand 
Island, Neb., to Webber, Kan., as unjust and unreasonable. 
Asks for reasonable rates and reparation. 

No. 8798. The Lee Street Baptist Sunday School, Robert E. 
Clay, ere Bristol, Va., vs. Virginia & Southwest- 
ern et al. 

Asks for reparation of $50 on account of a Sunday school 
excursion train service, contracted for on the basis of five 
coaches for $240, under which only three coaches were used, 
inclement weather causing a loss to the school of $125 if 
reparation is not made because of the reduction in the 
amount of equipment used. 

No. 8801. E. J. Heckle, Kansas City, vs. C. B. & Q. and W. S. 
Dickey Clay Mfg. Co. 

Declares that he paid an illegal rate of 15.5 cents on sewer 
pipe from Kansas City to Elliott, Ia.; that the published rate 
is 13.2 cents; and that he turned over the freight bills to the 
second named respondent for the making of a proper claim 
for reparation and that either the clay company or the rail- 
road company have the bills. Asks for reparation and a 
socenaaaes that the claim of the clay company is null and 
void: 

No. 8802. The Tribune Co. and the Perkins Bros. Co., publish- 
ers of the Sioux City (Ia.) Tribune and Journal, respectively, 
vs. the Great Northern. 

Alleges unjust and unreasonable rates on print paper from 
International Falls, Minn., and Grand Rapids, Minn., to Sioux 
City, because higher in per ton, per car mile and per car 
revenue than to other fowa points or to St. Louis and other 
points in Missouri. Ask for reasonable rates. 

~~ 8808 . Neola Elevator Co., Kansas City, vs. C. & N. W. 
et al. 

Against a rate of 41% cents on 
neapolis to St. Louis and East St. 


ain screenings from Min- 
uis, as unjust, unreason- 
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able, exorbitant and unduly discriminatory. Asks for a cease 
and desist order and the establishment of rates when for ex- 
port, from St. Louis and East St. Louis to Galveston and 
Texas City not in excess of similar rate at present maintained 
on corn, and reparation. 

No. 8805. Stephenson Charcoal Iron Co., Marquette, Mich., vs. 
Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie and Escanaba « 
Lake Superior et al. 

Against rates on pig iron to C. F. A. territory and to St. 
Paul, Minneapolis and Duluth as unjust and unreasonable and 
unjustly discriminatory, in that the rates to many destina- 
tions in C. F. A. and to the three cities mentioned are twenty- 
five cents higher than on pig iron from Gladstone and Kip- 
ling, Mich., to the same destinations, while to other destina- 
tions the difference is only five cents a ton. Asks for reason- 
able rates and reparation. . 

No. 8806. Independent Harvester Co., Plano, Ill., vs. C. I. & L. 
Ry. Co. et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable charges on carload of agricultural 
implements from Plano, Ill. Ask for cease and desist order 
and reparation. 

‘No. 8807, The Arlington Cotton Oil Co., Arlington, Ga., vs. 
Cent. of Ga. Ry. Co. et al. 

Against a rate of $2.70 per ton on carload shipments. of 
coal from Tasker, Ky., to Arlington, as unjust and unreason- 
able. Ask for a cease and desist order, the establishment of 
maxima rates, and reparation. 

No. 8808. Louisiana Lumber Co., Inc., Cairo, Ill, vs. C. C. C. 
& St. L. Ry. Co. 

Against a refusal to perform switching on an industry track 
in Cairo. Cease and desist order and the establishment of a 
switching charge not to exceed $2.00 per car asked for. 

No. 8809. The Globe Lumber Co., Ltd., Kansas City, Mo., and 
— Pine, La., vs. Sibley Lake, Vistinaeu & Southern Ry. 
e 


Unjust and unreasonable charges on carload shipments of 
yellow pine lumber from Yellow Pine, La., to New Haven, 
Conn., reconsigned to Hyannis, Mass., due to alleged mis- 
routing. Ask for a cease and desist order and reparation. 

No. 8810. Lake Shore Stone Co. et al., Lannon, Wis., vs. C. M. 
& St. P. Ry. Co. 

Against a rate of 3% cents on stone, carloads, from Lan- 
non, Wis., to Chicago, Ill., as unjust and unreasonable. Ask 
for cease and desist order, the establismment of a rate of 2 
cents, and reparation. 

7~ ape \ ioe Prest-o-Lite Co., Inc., Indianapolis, vs. C., H. 
. et al, 

Unjust, excessive rates and charges on acetylene cylin- 
ders, nickeled and not nickeled, from Speedway, Ind., to At- 
lanta. Asks for cease and desist order and reparation. 

No. 8812. Felix P. Bath, Fort Worth, vs. Fort Worth & Rio 
Grande et al. 
Against $1.50 switching charge on cotton to effect terminal 


delivery at Fort Worth as unjust and unreasonable. Asks 
for cease and desist order and reparation. 
No. 8813. Sulzberger & Sons Co., Chicago, vs. C., B. & Q. et al. 


Unjust and unreasonable rates on eggs from Iowa points 
to Chicago in so far as they exceeded third class. Asks ‘for 
cease and desist order and reparation. 


No. —_ er senee Mill Co., Williston, N. D., vs. Great North- 
ern et al. 

Against a rate of 65 cents on flour and mill stuffs from 
Williston to San Francisco as unjust and unreasonable. Asks 
for 55 cents and reparation. 

No. 8815. 
et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable passenger fares from Chicago, 
Memphis, St. Louis, St. Paul and Minneapolis, Louisiana, 
Mo., and elsewhere to points in Arizona. Asks for fares 
not higher than basis established and declared to be reason- 
able in I. and S. No. 600, which basis is three cents per mile 
in the states west and south of Michigan, Illinois, Wisconsin, 
Kansas, Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska and Missouri. 

No. 8816. Jno. C. Burns and J. I. Lamb, La Crosse, Wis., vs. 
Illinois Central R. R. et al. . 

Against a rate of 70 cents per 100 junds on bananas, car- 
load, from New Orleans, La., to La Crosse as unjust, unrea- 
sonable and discriminatory. Asks for a rate of 62 cents and 
reparation. 


No. 8817. Peshtigo Lumber Co., Peshtigo, Wis., vs. Wisconsin 
Northwestern Ry. Co. et al. 

Against a rate of 3 cents per 100 pounds on carload ship- 
ments of saw logs from Taylor’s Rapids, Wis., to Peshtigo, 
Wis., interstate, as unjust and unreasonable and due to al- 
leged misrouting. Asks for reparation amounting to $5,000. 


No. 8818. Walter A. Zelnicker Supply Co., St. Louis, Mo., vs. 
Mallory S. S. Co. et al. 

Against a rate of 58 cents per 100 pounds on old rails and 
angle bars from New York to Louin, Miss., as unjust and 
unreasonable. Asks for a rate not to exceed $5.05 per gross 
ton and reparation of $1,532.52, 


No. 8819. West Coast Lumbermen’s Association et al. vs. Bos- 
ton & Albany R. R. Co. et al. 

Against the present practice of assessing combination rates 
plus fifth class local rates from Chicago or St. Louis on sash 
and doors, including knocked down sash, in straight or mixed 
carloads, from points of origin in California, Oregon, includ- 
ing the Coast Group and Spokane Group, to destinations in 
eastern Canada, Connecticut, Delaware, District of Columbia, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jer- 
sey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont and 
West Virginia as leading to rates that are unjust and unrea- 
sonable. Asks for cease and desist order, the establishment 
of maxima joint through rates and reparation. 

No. 8820. The Grain Exchange of Pittsburg vs. Pa. Co. et al. 

Unjust, unreasonable and discriminatory demurrage charges 
on grain, feed, hay and straw at Pittsburgh. Cease and de- 
sist order and reparation asked for. 


Arizona Corporation Commission vs. A., T. & S. F. 








No. 8821. Orin S. Good, Spokane, Wash., vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. 
Unjust and unreasonable charges on pine lumber from 
Spokane, Wash., to Rockford, and diverted to Hanniford, 
N. D. Cease and desist order and reparation asked for. 
No. 8822. Riverside Portland Cement Co., Crestmore, Cal., vs. 
Ac. & Gh B Re. Co. 

Unjust and unreasonable rates and charges on gypsum 
from Rito, N. M., to Riverside, Calif. Cease and desist order 
and reparation asked for. 

No. 8823. John Gund Brewing Co., La Crosse, Wis., vs. C. M. 
& St. P. Ry. Co. 

Against a rate of 55. cents per 100 pounds on shipment of 
empty beer packages from Missoula, Mont., to La Crosse, 
and of 65.5 cents on shipments from Roundup, Mont., to La 
Crosse. Cease and desist order and reparation asked for. 

No. 8824. Chicago-Portland Cement Co., La Salle and elsewhere, 
vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 

Unjust and unreasonable charges on shipments of Portland 
cement in carload from La Salle, Oglesby and Dixon, IIL, to 
stations on the lines of the carriers named in territory north 
and west of St. Paul and Minneapolis, owing to the absence 
of joint through rates. Cease and desist order and the es- 
tablishment of just and reasonable through rates between the 
points named. 
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No. 8825. Lucas N. Moore Stave Co., Mobile, Ala., and Colum- 
bus, Miss., vs. M. & O. R. R. Co. et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable rates on oak and gum _ staves 
from Columbia, Miss., to Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, Washington, Norfolk, Richmond and other Virginia 
cities, Albany, N. Y., and Montreal, Que., and unduly discrim- 
inatory in favor of competitors located at Memphis, Tenn., 
Corinth, Meridian and McCrarry, Miss., Tuscaloosa, Ala., and 
elsewhere. Just and reasonable rates asked for. 


No. 8826. Lucas N. Moore Stave Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. 

Same as above with reference to oak and gum staves and 
headings from Mobile, Ala., to points in Trunk Line territory, 
Virginia and Quebec, and discriminatory in favor of Robinson, 
Plateau, Magazine, Dorf and Savaland, Ala. Cease and de- 
sist order and the establishment of just and reasonable rates 
asked for. 

No. 8827. The Public Utilities Commission of Colorado and the 
ee Fair Rates Association, Denver, vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al. ° 

Against rates to Denver from the east and from Denver to 
the east as unjust and uMreasonable. Ask for just and 
reasonable rates and such other relief as the Commission 
can afford. 


Docket of the Commission 


Note.—items In the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are 
new, having been added since last Friday’s Daily and since the 
last Issue of The Traffic World. Cancellations and postpone- 
ments announced too late to make the change in this Docket 
will be noted elsewhere. 


Mey 1—Detroit, Mich.—Examiner Bell: 
8 tas Superior Paper Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. Ry. 
o. et al. 
8668—George Oakley & Son. et al. vs. Chicago, Terre Haute & 
Southeastern Ry. Co. 


“— 1—Washington, D. C.—Commissioner Clements: 
8725—Lake cargo coal rates. 
8598—Pittsburgh Coal Operators Assn. vs. Pa. Co. et al. 
May i—Springfield, Mo.—Examiner Settle: 
8572—W. T. Bruer & Son vs. N. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al. 
May 2—Houston, Tex.—Examiner McGehee: 
7104——-Houston Gas Co. vs. Northern Central Ry. Co. et al. 
Lumber Co. vs. St. Louis & San Francisco R. R. 
0. et al. 
= Texas Lumber Co. vs. M. L. & T. R. R. & S. S. 
0. et al. 
8664—Beaumont Timber Co. vs. I. & G. N. R. R. Co. et al. 
8691—Beaumont Timber Co. vs. I. & G. N. R. R. Co. et al. 


May 3—Jackson, Mich.—Examiner Bell: 
64—Eldred Mill Co. vs. Cincinnati Northern et al. 


May 3—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
|, & S. 739—Cotton piece goods from New England points. 
8139—Joseph Bancroft & Sons Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. 
Co, et al. 
May 3—Coffeyville,, Kan.—Examiner Settle: 
; trees Traction Co. vs. E. J. & E. Ry. Co. 
et al. 
me ed Mercantile Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
o. et al. 
8689—Prairie Oil and Gas Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 


May 4—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
+ oS 41—St. Louis, Mo. (Cupples Station) terminal regu- 
ations. 
\. & S. 757—Clay from Florida. 
1. & S. 787—Rates on clay from Kentucky and Tennessee. 


May 4—Beaumont, Tex.—Examiner McGehee: 
——s ago Rice Mill Co. vs. Orange & Northwestern R. R. 
et al. 
8690—Beaumont Lumber Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co. et al. 
May 4—Cincinnati, O.—Examiner G. N. Brown: 
8558—The milk and cream investigation. 
May 5—Des Moines, Ia.—Examiner Bell: 
1, & S. 798—Rates on salt from Louisiana. 
at a emma Manufacturing Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
et al. 
“7 5—Wichita, Kan.—Examiner Settle: 
8165—Southwestern Millers’ League et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
Ry. Co. et al, 
sg a al Elevator and Mercantile Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. 
o. et al. 
8459—Kansas Flour Mills Co. vs. Midland Valley R. R. Co. 


et al. 
8522—New Era Milling Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
May 2 Danae, Tex.—Examiner McGehee: 
. L. Gregory vs. Kansas City Southern Ry. Co. et al. 
7425—Dallas Cooperage and Woodenware Co. vs. Gulf, Colo- 
rado & S, F. Ry. Co. 
8636—Dallas Cooperage and Woodenware Co. vs. Gulf, Colo- 
rado & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 


May 5 and 6—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
$68 —New England milk and cream investigation. 
7788—Ida S. Graustein vs. Boston & Maine R. R. et al. 
3680—George Albree vs. Boston & Maine R. R. et al. 


May 8—Muskogee, Okla.—Examiner McGehee: 
7—Goodner-Malone Co. et al. vs. M. O. & G. Ry. Co. et al. 
8666—Muskogee Produce Co. et al. vs. Pennsylvania & Atlantic 
R. R. Co. et al. 
6797—Standard Roofing Co. et al. vs. M. K. & T. Ry. Co. et al. 
(Hearing on question of reparation.) 





May 8—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Settle: 
8151—Carlisle Commission Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. 
1. & S. 795—Oil barrels to Oklahoma. 
8659—J. J. Stephens vs. St. Louis & San Francisco et al. 
May 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Burnside: 
1! & S. 490—Lumber transit privileges at Buffalo, N. Y. 
7506—Buffaio Lumber Exchange et al. vs. Alabama Cent. 
Ry. Co, et al. 
May 8&—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Bissell: 
* 1. & S. 758—Nashville switching. 


May 8—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Bell: 
l. & S. 806—Switching charges at South Omaha (No. 2). 


May 9—Seattle, Wash.—Examiner La Roe: 
8571—Public Service Corrmission of Washington vs. A. & V. 
Ry. Co. et al. 


8140—Transportation Bureau of the New Seattle Chamber of 
Commerce vs. Great Northern Ry. Co. et al. 


May 9—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner McGehee: 
8433—Oklahoma Petroleum and Gasoline Co. vs. C. R. IL. & 
P. Ry. Co. et al. 
8545—Producers’ Supply Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
May 10—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
* 1. & S. 758—Nashville switching. 
May 10—Topeka, Kan.—Examiner Bell: 
1. & S. 792—Rates on cottonseed products from Texas. 
oe 3 soemees at Washington, D. C.: 
8406—Jones & Laughlin Steel Co. vs. Pittsburgh & Lake Erie 
R. R. Co. et al. 
8305—Virginia Pine Timber Co. vs. New York, Philadelphia & 
Norfolk R. R. Co. et al. 
8496—Lourie Mfg. Co. vs. Cincinnati Northern R. R. Co. et al. 


May 11—Indianapolis, Ind.—Examiner Settle: 
8381—J. V. Stimson vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 
8429—D. C. and J. V. Stimson vs. L. H. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al 


May 11—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Bell: 
ar gs gr gid and Dairy Shippers’ Traffic Assn. vs. A. T. 
. F. et al. 


May 11—Seattle, Wash.—Examiner La Roe: 
8606—Geo. W. Albin, trustee, vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 


May 12—Argument at Washington, D. C:: 
8602—Obion Hardware Co. vs. New York Central et al. 
8560—North Carolina Pine Assn. vs. N. & W. et al. 
er ecg N. Edmond vs. Groton & Stonington Street Ry. 
o. et al. 
I. & S. 252—Kansas City and Memphis rate cancellation. 
hae eee White Lime Co. vs, St. Louis & San Francisco 
et al. 
May 12—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner McGehee: 
l. & S. 802—Second-hand beer packages from Arizona. 
May 13—Cleveland, O.—Examiner Settle: 
8408—Monarch Paint Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al. 
8585—Alexander Bros. Lumber Co. vs. Pere Marquette R. R. 
Co, et al. 
May 15—Argument at Washington, continued: 
6890—Coal Operators’ Traffic Bureau of St. Louis vs. Terminal 
R. R. Assn. of St. Louis et al. 


May 15—Sacramento, Cal.—Examiner La Roe: 
8457—Thomson-Diggs Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
8471—Thomson-Diggs Co, vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
8567—W. P. Fuller & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. | 
8675—Mebius, Drescher & Co. vs. Central California Traction 

Co. et al. 
8695—A. A. Vanvoorhees & Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
Co. et al. 

May 15—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Bell: 

8688—Pierce Oil Corporation vs. M. K. & T. Ry. Co. et al. 


May 15—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
Supplemental! F. S, 4960—Rates from Ohio River crossings. 
Supplemental F. S. 5322—Export rates from Ohio River cross- 
ings. 
7469—State Corncration Commission of Virginia vs. C. & 0. 
et al. 
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Legal Department 


Conducted by 


CHARLES CONRADIS 
General Counsel, The Traffic Service Bureau 


In this department we answer simple questions relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. Readers desiring special 
service by immediate answer may obtain privately written answers 
to their inquiries by the payment of a small fee, as elsewhere ex- 
plained. Address Legal Department, The Traffic Service Bureau, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C 





Demurrage on Private Cars Held on Privately Owned . 


Tracks. 


Texas.—Question: “We have a warehouse in a city of 
this state that was built on the private track of another 
firm and, according to an agreement with this firm, we 
are entitled to use this track the same as if it were ours 
alone. We operate our own private tank cars, and have 
been charged with demurrage on these cars while on 
this track in question. At other points in the state where 
we have our warehouses on our private tracks, we are 
not charged with demurrage. My contention is based on 
the fact that the state railroad commission ruling pro- 
vides as follows: ‘Cars are subject to demurrage except 
as follows: Private cars on tracks of the owner or on 
privately owned tracks of the consignee or consignor, 
when used for the transportation of commodities which 
the owners of the cars produce or in which they deal,’ 
and also on Conference Ruling No. 79 of June 2, 1908, 
which defines private sidetracks and private cars. How- 
ever, this is strictly intrastate movement.” 

Answer: The shipment in question being an intrastate 
one, rule 79, Conference Rulings Bulletin 6, has no bear- 
ing thereon. In fact, if the shipment were an interstate 
one, demurrage might be lawfully assessed thereon, since 
the Interstate Commerce Commission holds, under rule 
1, section C, of the Uniform Demurrage Code, that a car- 
rier is permitted to make a demurrage charge against 
the private cars of a shipper after they have been deliv- 
ered to him and are standing on his private tracks, but 
that empty privately owned cars while remaining on pri- 
vately owned tracks, and not “placed for loading” by the 
the carrier, are not subject to demurrage charges. 

We are not certain if the Texas State Railroad Commis- 
sion construes the demurrage rules applicable to intrastate 
shipments in the same sense as does the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission relative to interstate shipments, but 
assuming that the rule you cite is in effect, and that it 
is accurately stated, it is our opinion that it does not 
allow an exception of demurrage charges to the cars held 
as stated, since they were not held either on tracks of 
owner or on privately owned tracks of consignee or 
consignor. <A lease to use tracks owned by some other 
party is not equivalent to an ownership of such tracks 
as is contemplated by the ruling above cited. 

s s s 


Duty Sleeping Car Companies to Protect Property. 


Missouri.—Question: “A passenger on a through inter- 
state train, traveling in a Pullman car discovers at his 
destination that his overcoat is missing, evidently stolen 
en route. He reports the matter to the Pullman conductor, 
te the train conductor and to the railroad agent at his 
destination. Nothing is heard from the coat and claim 
is filed with the Pullman company. The Pullman company 
deny liability and claim is then filed with the transporta- 
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tion company direct. The transportation company also 
deny liability. Perhaps you can refer to some decision 
of the courts that would have a bearing on the actual 
liability in a case of this kind.” 

Answer: It is well settled that sleeping car companies 
are not common carriers of the goods of passengers nor 
are they liable as innkeepers. While it is not liable as 2 
common carrier or as an innholder, yet it is its duty to 
use reasonable care to guard the passenger from theft, 
and if, through want of such care, the personal effects 
of a passenger, such as he might reasonably carry with 
him, are stolen, the company is liable for it. The test 
of liability is negligence. If there is no negligence, or 
if the negligence of the passenger contributed to cause 
the loss, there can be no recovery. The degree of care 
required depends upon the circumstances and conditions 
of each case. The sleeping car company would be Liable 
for the theft of necessary property of its passengers, by 
those- in its employ; by failing to keep a careful and 
continuous watch over the interior of the car while the 
berths are occupied by sleepers; by failing to exercise 
reasonable care in guarding property in the berth while 
the passenger is temporarily absent therefrom; but, on 
the other hand, the company will not be liable for a loss 
occurring through the negligence of the passenger in 
leaving his property unnecessarily exposed, or depositing 
it in an improper place, or for a theft committed by a 
fellow passenger if the servants of the company were not 
negligent in failing to prevent it. 

The mere fact that property is lost from a sleeping car 
does not raise any presumption of negligence, and to sus- 
tain a recovery against the company some evidence of 
negligence on its part must be given. However, the bur- 
den is on the company to show that it exercised reason- 
able care in protecting the property from theft. The duty 
to protect the property of sleeping car passengers rests 
upon both the sleeping-car and the railroad company, un- 
der their separate contracts, and their negligent failure 
to perform such duty makes them joint tort feasors, so 
that the injured party may sue both jointly or each sep- 
arately. 

Authorities on this subject in Missouri are Root vs. 
N. Y. Cent., etc., Co., 28 Mo. App. 199; Morrow vs. Pullman 
Palace Car Co., 98 Mo. App. 351; Scaling vs Pullman 
Palace Car Co., 24 Mo. App. 29; Hampton vs. Pullman 
Palace Car Co., 42 Mo. App. 134; Efron vs. Wagner Palace 
Car Co., 59 Mo. App. 641; Taylor vs. Wabash R. Co., 130 
Mo. App. 582. Also see Michie on Carriers, sections 3558- 
3573, and Hutchinson on Carriers, 3d Edition, Volume 2, 
section 1130, for a general review of the subject. 

= s s 


Consignors’ and Consignees’ Liability for Frelght. 


Maryland.—Question: “A, representing a shipper in 
this city, made a straight consignment to B, the consignee, 
in another city, and upon reaching destination consignee’s 
drayman, as is customery, removed the shipment from 
carrier’s depot in the morning, expecting to collect the 
charges later from him, and deposited it in the latter’s 
place of business. The consignee opened up the goods 
and decided they were not what he wanted and returned 
them to depot without paying anyone any charges. Car- 
rier’s agent returned the shipment to the original shipper 
upon request of the original consignee, allowing the out- 
bound charges to follow back to shipper as advances. 
Upon reaching the original point of origin, A was re- 
quested and did pay outbound and inbound freight, but 
contended that B should have paid the outbound charges 
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in view of carrier having allowed him to remove the goods 
to his place of business and there determine if he wanted 
to retain them. We should like very much to know if 
A or Z should pay the outbound charges.” 

Answer: A delivery of the described goods by the car- 
rier to the consignee’s authorized drayman is a legal de- 
livery to and acceptance by the consignee himself, and 
thus constituted the latter the owner of the goods and 
liable for their freight charges. The return to and ac- 
ceptance by the original consignor of the goods equally 
completed the carrier’s contract of transportation with 
the original consignee, as consignor of the returned ship- 
ment, and made the original consignor liable for the 
freight charges on the return shipment. As a conse- 
quence, the carrier may recover from either the original 
consignor or consignee for the outbound charges, the 
former as the party who made the contract for carriage 
and the latter as the owner of the goods. 

* * * 


Measure of Damages Under Cummins Amendment. 


Georgia.—Question: “Claims for loss or damage. What 
is the proper basis to base claims covering loss or dam- 
age on goods sold at a delivered price? Is it the market 
value at place and time of shipment or invoiced value 
at place and time of shipment, taking into consideration 
the present amendment to Act to regulate commerce 
known as the Cummins amendment? For example, if 
goods are sold to-day for delivery in September at eight 
cents per pound and in September are shipped at eight 
cents per pound and the market, in the meantime, has 
advanced, and the market value of the shipment at time 
shipped is ten cents per pound, would claim for loss or 
damages be filed at invoiced price sold to-day or the 
market value in September? If goods are shipped on 
consignment for which there has been no sale, should 
claim be filed on basis of the cost to manufacture at time 
of shipment plus freight and packages, or the market 
value of the goods delivered at place and time of ship- 
ment?” 

Answer: Even prior to the enactment of the Cummins 
amendment, the Interstate Commerce Commission was of 
the opinion that the invoice price of a given shipment did 
not limit the owner to that amount for loss after the 
market price of the commodity had advanced beyond the 
price fixed in a contract previously entered into, under 
which a quantity had been purchased for future delivery. 
See rule 387, Conference Rulings Bulletin 6. Certainly 
since the effective date of the Cummins amendment, June 
2, 1915, claims would not be computed on the basis of the 
invoice price at shipping point. The purpose of this 
amendment was clearly to place upon the carriers lia- 
bility for the full actual loss, damage or injury to the 
property transported which. is caused by them, and it 
makes unlawful any limitation of that liability, or of the 
amount of recovery thereunder, and any receipt, bill of 
lading, contract, rule, regulation, or tariff filed with the 
Commission, without respect to the manner or form in 
which such liability is sought to be made. As a conse- 
quence, the carriers are now providing in their tariffs 
and rate schedules that their liability shall be for the 
full value of the property at the time and place of ship- 
ment. Such a provision is considered by the Commission 
as neither a limitation of the amount of recovery nor a 
representation or agreement as to value within the mean- 
ing of the law; that it would relieve the question of the 
amount of liability from uncertainty, would afford a rea- 
sonable and uniform method of determining the measure 
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of recovery, save needless litigation, with its attendant 
labor and expense, and avoid unjust discriminations. 

The Commission consequently held, In re the Cummins 
Amendment, 33 I. C. C., 682, that “the loss or damage 
must, apparently, be either as of the time and place of 
shipment, time and place of loss or damage, or time and 
place of destination * * *. It is therefore believed that 
the liability of the carriers may be limited to the full 
value of the property so classified and established as of 
the time and place of shipment.” 

* 7” tk 


Measure of Damages to Middleman Under Cummins 


Amendment. 


Minnesota.—Question: “We received an order from a 
customer in the country which we saw fit to have shipped 
direct to the customer by the factory, <A portion of the 
shipment was lost in transit, which loss was reported to 
us, and for which we filed claim for customer’s account. 
This claim has been refused by transportation company, 
stating that they could make settlement only on the basis 
of price charged to us by the factory. Will you kindl; 
advise, through the columns of The Traffic World, if the 
transportation company would be in position to refust 
this claim on the sanie grounds, providing it was pre- 
sented to them by our customer himself? This shipment 
is made on straight ‘bill of lading, and becomes the prop- 
erty of our customer as soon as bill of lading is signed, 
and the only invoice and prices he has are those fur 
nished by us.” 

Answer: In compliance with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission interpretation of the Cummins amendmenr, 
the carriers’ tariffs and rate schedules now provide that 
“the amount of any loss or damage for which any carrier 
is liable shall be computed on the basis of the value ot 
the property at the place and time of shipment under 
this bill of lading.” The bill of lading in the shipment 
in question is issued to the manufacturer, and the place 
and time of the shipment covered by it is at the manu 
facturer’s location. As a consequence, the value of the 
shipment as invoiced by the manufacturer on you (if the 
invoice price is the actual value of the shipment) would 
be the amount for which the carrier is liable either to 
you or to the consignee. 

See our answer to “Minnesota,” publisked on page 1128 
of the Nov. 27, 1915, issue of The Traffic World, for our 
further views on this subject. 








PRIVATE CAR ARGUMENTS 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

An already strong impression that the Commission’s 
private car inquiry might result in a benefit for the own- 
ers of equipment who are also shippers was strengthened 
by the arguments on April 19. When the inquiry was 
begun the general idea was that the Commission would 
unearth a situation filled with facts discreditable to the 
shipper-owner of cars. The refusal of the Armour Car 
Line witness to answer questions helped strengthen the 
impression that there was something to conceal, notwith- 
standing the fact that that company and every other 
owner of the so-called private cars was insisting that 
the mileage allowed by the railroads was not enough io 
pay for the investment. 

According to the record, the mileage is less than it 
costs some roads to maintain their equipment in good 
condition and renew it when further maintenance is out 
of the question. One of the attorneys asserted that the 
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record showed the mileage allowance was less than the s 


cost of repairs on an average. 

Attorneys for the private car interests were so well 
satisfied with the showing they made at the hearings and 
argument that they raised the question as to how the 
carriers can be forced, if at all, to increase the allowance. 
The allowance section of the law was drafted with an 
idea that private equipment was being used as a vehicle 
for paying rebates. It is not a command to railroads to 
pay a reasonable allowance for the cars furnished by 
shippers. It merely permits them to make reasonable 
allowances, 

Now, according to the contention of the private car 
owners, the question is as to how the carriers can be 
forced either to take over the private equipment at a 
reasonable price or to make reasonable allowances for 
its use. They are interested in that, because they believe 
that not one Commissioner will be of the opinion that 
it has been shown that the private car is a device for the 
payment of rebates. 

F. W. Boltz, traffic manager for independent refining 
interests, pointed to the fact that when the mileage al- 
lowance of three-fourths of a cent was made the average 
tank car cost $500, while now it costs $1,600—not alto- 
gether because materials have gone up, but because the 
tanks are more scientifically constructed so as to afford 
a safe container and it carries more lading. The railroads 
have benefited, he claimed, by every advance that has 
been made in the direction of heavier lading and greater 
safety, while the men who have invested money in tanks 
have derived only the incidental benefit of being allowed 
to do business at all. He contended that if the railroads 
had been compelled to do their duty, they would have 
had to bear the increased expense of providing the larger 
and better tanks and would have been compensated 
by the additional revenue. The refiner has had to pro- 
vide the better equipment, without any increase in allow- 
ance, so. as to meet competition brought into the field 
by the newcomers, who naturally provided themselves 
with the largest and best when they came in, thereby 
scrapping the equipment of the older refiners, at least 
to a large extent. 

The question as to whether a railroad company is under 
obligation to furnish tank cars is in the courts. A deci- 
sion may not reasonably be expected in less than two 
years. The special court at Pittsburgh enjoined the order, 
but, inasmuch as it is going to the Supreme Court, the 
two-year limit is to be remembered. 


The Portland Traffic and Transportation Association has 


been organized as successor to the Traffic and Trans- 
portation Bureau, Portland Chamber of Commerce. 


The Georgia Shippers’ Association completed its organi- 
zation April 11. W. C. Vereen, whose achievements in 
the way of a modern pork packing plant at Moultrie, Ga., 
has brought him prominence as a shipper, was elected 
chairman; Charles H. Kelly, president of Atlanta Freight 
Bureau, Atlanta, Ga., was chosen vice-chairman, and B. 
Gilham, the attorney and traffic manager of the Chamber 
of Commerce at Macon, Ga., secretary. This association 
regards the increases proposed in the petitions of very 
nearly all carriers for a revision of rates between points 
in Georgia, now pending a hearing before Georgia commis- 
Sioners, as unjust to many Georgia industries, and plans an 
Organized protest. The organization is composed of com- 
mercial organizations, large shippers, and associated ship- 
ning interests. 


Help for Traffic Man 


This department is conducted by a traffic man of long experience 
and.wide knowledge. In it he will answer questions relating to 
practical traffic problems. We do not desire to take the place of 
the traffic man, but to help him in his work. We reserve the right 
to refuse to answer any questions that we judge it unwise to answer 
or that involve situations that are too complex for the kind of inves- 
tigation contemplated. Questions will be answered as promptly as 
possible. No answers will be given by mail. 


Address “Help for Traffic Man,” The Traffic Service Bureau, 
418 S. Market St., Chicago, IIl. 


Making of Through Rate. 

Q.—In issue of The Traffic World of April 15, 1916, page 
814, under heading, “Making of Through Rate,’ answer 
given was “Yes, provided the route is a reasonable one.” 

Kindly explain what is meant by a “reasonable” route, 
and authority for limiting a shipper thereto, in cases where 
no through rate exists, or specified manner of making rate 
and routing applicable. 


Does not the Act to regulate commerce (as amended), 
Section 15, give the shipper the right, except in certain 
cases, to route his shipment? It seems the Interstate 
Commerce Commission refers to a “reasonable route” in 
Conference Ruling 91, but in that instance a shipment 
moved over a direct route (358 miles with through rate of 
22 cents), and application was later made for refund upon 
basis of combination of locals over an indirect route (617 
miles with rate of 19 cents). Also, it does not appear that 
shipper routed his shipment in that case. 


A.—Section 15 of the Act relates to right of shipper to 
designate via which of two or more established through 
routes shipments handled under through rates shall move. 


You apparently conclude that conference ruling No. 91 
is not applicable because shipment dealt with under said 
ruling moved via direct route at a through rate. It is 
not stated in the conference ruling mentioned that the 22- 
cent rate was a through rate, but this appears to be of no 
great significance as the application for refund dealt with 
by the Commission under said conference ruling was 
denied “on the ground that the much longer and more in- 
direct route is not a reasonable route.” 


SHORTER FREIGHT TRAINS AND 
THE SHIPPERS 


(The following statement on behalf of the Executive Com- 
mittee of the Association of Western Railways, has been pre- 
pared for the purpose of informing the public regarding some of 
the facts, principles and conditions involved in the movement 
of the organizations of railway train service employes for in- 
creased wages.) 


The argument advanced by the train service employes’ 
publicity bureau that if their demands for higher wages 
were granted shippers would be benefited by a more ex- 
peditious freight service, because the railroads would 
move their trains faster and if necessary run shorter 
trains, is fallacious in the extreme. 


It is strange logic indeed that suggests meeting an 
increase in the hourly rate of pay by abandoning the 
principal means by which the railroads have increased the 
efficiency of their operation, As a matter of fact, the 
shippers and the employes have profited more from the 
reductions in operating expenses that have been made 
possible by handling freight in larger trainloads than 
have the railroads, because rates have been steadily re- 
duced and wages have been steadily increased, while the 
net return on the capital invested to make the improve- 
ment possible has been diminished. ‘ 

It is declared that “railroads are loading their loco- 
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motives with every car that they can possibly pull” and 
that “cars containing merchandise are held up at terminal 
points until enough other cars show up at that terminal 
point to make up a long train.” 

But the trains that take the longest time to run be 
tween terminals are not the longest and heaviest trains, 
but the way-freights which stop at every local station 
to deliver or receive freight, and which consume so much 
time because of the number of stops. Many of them are 
very lightly loaded. The only effect of the application 
of the basic eight-hour day to this service would be to 
increase the pay of the employes in this class of service, 
who are now paid the highest wages of any in freight 
service because their work is arduous and their hours long. 

The statement of the brotherhoods refers especially to 
merchandise freight, which, it says, is held up at ter- 
minals in order to make up long trains. The fact is that 
merchandise cars are not held at terminals for tonnage 
and are not moved in “drag” freights, but go forward 
in “time” freight trains on regular schedules which are 
rigidly adhered to, and which are usually adjusted after 
conferences with the commercial interests. 

The only freight trains whose speed might be increased 
by reducing the tonnage are a part of those in through 
freight service. Many of these trains now run at a speed 
of 12% miles an hour or even faster. As the train em- 
ployes are paid by the trip, they would like to have the 
speed of all trains increased to 12% miles per hour so 
that they could earn a day’s pay in less time. But a 
speed equal to that is not maintained on all trains because 
economic and commercial conditions have made it neces- 
sary for the railroads to classify their traffic. Some com- 
modities, such as live stock, dressed meats and fruits 
and vegetables, are highly perishable and require fast 
movement. They are also, like some other articles, such 
as dry goods, so valuable that shippers can better afford 
to pay high rates for having them moved on fast sched- 
ules than to have them moved slowly at low rates. Es- 
pecially valuable or perishable articles are frequently 
shipped by express, on passenger trains, at rates higher 
than are charged for freight. 

On the other hand, such commodities as lumber, coal 
and sand, do not require rapid movement and on account 
of their relatively low value per ton cannot stand high 
rates. The railroads, therefore, haul freight which is 
valuable or perishable in short and light trains on fast 
schedules, while the low-grade, bulky commodities must 
be handled in long, heavy trains at a slower speed. Com- 
paring the two years of heavy traffic, 1907 and 1913, the 
increase in the tonnage of low-grade, heavy commodities 
which take low rates. was five times as great as the in- 
crease in the tonnage of all other commodities. By greatly 
increasing the loads of their slow freight trains the rail- 
roads have increased the average number of tons per 
train from 309 in 1904 to 452 in 1914, while the reductions 
in grades, the increases in the power of locomotives and 
other improvements which have been made at great ex- 
pense to make the heavier trainloads possible, have also 
made it possible to handle them without decreasing the 
average speed of trains. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission referred with ap- 
proval to this policy in its 1914 decision in the Five Per 
Cent rate advance case, saying: “In certain departments of 
railroading great advances have been made in efficiency 
in recent years, for instance, by increasing the train- 
loading.” Aside from the large economic waste involved 
in only partly using the capacity of locomotives, the 
shortening of trains would obviously require more trains 
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and more crews to handle the same amount of traffic. 
This would mean more congestion and consequent delays. 
Most of the western roads are still largely single track 
and every additional freight train means more meeting 
points at which trains must stop to allow one to pass the 
other. 

If more trains were run it would be necessary to provide 
more main tracks, more passing tracks and additional 
yard facilities. In other words, it would not only increase 
operating expenses of almost every kind, but would re- 
quire additional investment and an increase in fixed 
charges. The policy of the American roads in steadily 
increasing their trainloads is the principal reason for 
their ability to pay higher wages while receiving lower 
freight rates than the railways of any other country, as 
well as one of the principal reasons why their capitaliza- 
tion is so much less than that of the railways of most 
other countries. 

To reduce the trainloads now in order to enable «he 
train crews to get over the road faster and thus increase 
their wages per hour for doing less productive work 
would be a strangely retrogressive policy. The economic 
benefits which have been conferred on employes, shippers 
and the public by the increase in the average trainload 
are indicated by the following facts: 

In 1890 the average number of tons handled per train 
in the United States was 175.12. The average rate of the 
railways per ton per mile was .941 cent. In some sections 
of the country it was as high as 1.651 cents. At the 
average rate per ton per mile and at the average tonnage 
per train in 1890, the railways received $1.65 per freight 
train per mile. In 1914 the average number of tons of 
freight hauled in a train was 451.8. The average rate 
per ton per mile had been reduced to .733 cent, yet the 
earnings per freight train per mile at this lower average 
freight rate were $3.31, or twice as great as they were at 
the higher average rate charged in 1890. These figures indi- 
cate clearly how the increase in the length and capacity 
of trains has enabled the railways to make greatly re- 
duced rates to the shipper, pay greatly increased wages 
and at the same time steadily improve their service. 
Without the increase in the length and capacity of trains 
either rates could not have been reduced, or wages could 
not have been so increased. 

The demands of the brotherhoods of train service em- 
ployes for the “basic eight-hour day” were not formulated 
for the benefit of the shippers. They were framed solely 
for the purpose of increasing the pay of the train em- 
ployes. To accede to the demands would increase their 
wages by approximately $100,000,000 a year, which would 
add that much to the cost of operation which the shippers 
and passengers pay in freight and passenger rates. 

The gratuitous suggestion that the railroads would not 
have to pay their train crews higher wages per day if 
they would shorten their trains and run them faster is 
made for the purpose of giving the public the impression 
that the employes-are asking for a reduction in hours 
rather than for the increase in pay for which their 4de- 
mands provide. 


INVESTIGATION OF WAGE QUESTION 


Qn the recommendation of the special committee cf 
which Harry A. Wheeler of Chicago is chairman, the 
Chamber of Commerce of the United States April ?5 
ordered a referendum on the railway wage dispute. 

The referendum to be held throughout the chamber’s 
membership, which is nation-wide, proposes that Congress 
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instruct the Interstate Commerce Commission to investi- 
gate at once some of the phases of the difficulty which 
threatens to tie up the country’s railways and cause grave 
danger to the nation’s industries. It would amount to 
an inquiry into the whole matter of wages and would 
aim at fixing something like a standard scale which would 
avert strikes hereafter. 

The resolution would direct the Commission to go thur- 
oughly into the question of minimum, maximum and av- 
erage wage paid, with hours of service to each class of 
railroad employes, and, so far as they are comparable, tie 
minimum, maximum and average, with hours of service 
paid in other industries where similar skill and risk are 
involved, the relation of wages to railroad revenues, the 
question of whether railroad revenues based on existing 


rates for transportation will admit of equally favorable. 


terms to all classes of railroad employes, and any matter 
in this connection that the Commission may deem rele- 
vant. Further, it would be the sense of Congress that 


the railway companies, their officers and employes should. 


give their support and co-operation to-the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in its investigation, deferring pending 
controversies until the Commission completes its invesri- 
gations and makes its report. 

As the gravity of the situation became clear action was 
taken by the national chamber at the annual meeting in 
February, and resulted in passing a resolution calling for 
the appointment of a committee to study the situation. 

Forty-five days is the time allotted for the national 
chamber railroad referendum. Therefore the result of the 
voting will be known the second week in June. 
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REBATING CHARGED BY TRAINMEN 


In a statement issued April 27 by the railroad trans- 
portation brotherhoods campaigning to obtain an eight- 
hour day from the railroads of the country, attention is 
directed to “the practice of railroads in granting rebates 
to shippers and hauling private cars.” The statement says: 

“If the railroads are really sincere in desiring to con- 
serve their revenue a recent report of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission shows them how they would save mil- 
lions of dollars which they lose through the practice of_ 
hauling private cars and the granting of rebates. This is 
important in connection with the highly exaggerated state- 
ments which the railways are handing out to the public 
as to the cost to the carriers of the adoption of the eight- 
hour work day in freight train service. 

“It is commonly supposed that the practice of rebating 
has been brought to an end, but the record of fines im- 
posed upon the railroads shows that this unlawful prac- 
tice has not yet been stopped. Not only do the railroads 


- lose revenue by granting rebates, but the fines that are 


imposed by the courts when rebates are detected are con- 
siderable. It is reasonable to suppose that only a small 
percentage of the actual rebating is discovered by the au- 
thorities. In 1915 the fines imposed upon the carriers 
amounted to $264,000. 

“Tables prepared by the Commission show that the rev- 
enue from private cars handled free during the year 1913 
on only eighty-eight roads would, at tariff rates, have been 
$644,250.79.” : 


The Open Forum 


A Department for the Discussion by Patrons and Friends of THE TRAFFIC WORLD of 
Transportation Questions of Interest to Traffic Men Who Keep in Touch : 
With the Times—Contributions Are Welcomed 


SIMPLIFICATION OF TARIFFS 


Editor The Traffic World: 

I heartily agree with Mr. A. O. Payton, in his letter of 
April 11, regarding simplicity of freight tariffs. 

I believe with Mr. Payton that the loose-leaf method 
is the only safe and sane, up-to-date method of publishing 
tariffs, for you can be absolutely certain that your tariff 
is up to date at any given time, with less trouble and 
effort than with the old method. 


But in this connection, we must not forget that there 
is as much difference between different loose-leaf tariffs 
as there is between the old method of publishing them 
and the loose-leaf method. Take the loose-leaf tariffs pub- 
lished by the C. & N. W. and the C., B. & Q., for the 
sake of illustration. The sheets can be checked on their 
checking sheets and inserted with a minimum of trouble 
and effort, and you can tell at a glance whether your 
tariff is up to date or not, and, if not, just what pages 
are missing. 


Then, for the other side of the illustration, refer to the 
easibound billing instructions of the Star Union Line. 
Whenever a bunch of reissued pages are published for 
this tariff, it becomes necessary for the tariff clerk to 
insert the pages, and then check the entire tariff against 
the checking sheet, in order to tell whether he has all 





of the corrections or not; and it means two or three 
hours’ work each time. - 

So, in addition to pleading for simplicity of tariffs, by 
the loose-leaf method, let us plead for simplicity of the 
method itself. There is a world of difference between 
them; and the highest point of efficiency can only be 
reached by using the best, simplest, most economical and 
time-saving method. 

E-Z Opener Bag Co., 
H. L. Charles, Traffic Manager. 
Decatur, Ill., April 20, 1916. 


CAR SEAL RECORDS AND CLAIMS 


Editor The Traffic World: 

The articles contained on page 813 of your April 15 
issue are very interesting to the writer, and it is quite 
evident that the item printed in the issue of April 1 had 
the desired effect, but the writer does not fully agree 
with the first item shown by Mr. Aloutz, agent at Cheshire, 
Mass., in so far that he speaks of it not requiring addi- 
tional work on the part of the expense clerk, if the writer 
properly interprets the idea advanced in the article written 
by Mr. Blacet. , 

As I understand him, he did not desire that the seal 
record be shown on the waybill covering the car, but on 
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the destination expense bill, for, as stated in the item 
above referred to, there would be absolutely no check 
on the seal record if the record of seals was allowed to 
be placed on the waybill at point of origin for the simple 
reason that the expense clerk in making out these bills 
would unquestionably copy onto the expense bill the 
seals as shown at point of origin, and not do so unjustly, 
because, as I have stated in a previous article, the way- 
bill and car in a great many instances do not arrive at 
destination at the same time. This would, therefore, open 
another channel for error rather than a remedy for same. 
As for the “take a chance” method of car seals, I would 
state that I feel thoroughly convinced that that method 
is being carried out under the present existing circum- 
stances about as thoroughly as it is possible for the seal 
clerks to do. 

I also notice the article by Mr. Shelly of the Brule & 
Bourk Co. which is very interesting and only adds an- 
other case wherein the seal record of the railroad com- 
pany was deficient. 

Now, as to an argument against placing the seal record 
on the expense bill. I should like that we assume our 
teamster has been sent to the team track to unload this 
car spoken of. He must first go to the cashier and pro- 
cure his expense bill, for which he must receipt. In this 
particular instance the expense bill would unquestionably 
have carried seals according to the record which the 
freight agent had in his office, which, as stated, were the 
seals at point of origin. 

I should like to ask at this point a question as a mat- 
ter of information, as to whether or not the signing of 
this expense bill without procuring further notification, of 
which you make no metnion, would not have been an ac- 
knowledgment of the seals on the car and, if so, whether 
or not your claim would not have been weakened to a 
great extent by that fact? The writer does not wish to 
be misunderstood in this matter, as we are thoroughly 
convinced that there is-a need of more accurate car seal 
records, but I would say for my own part I am of the 
opinion that it is necessary for us to endeavor to make 
this a matter of co-operation between the shippers and 
the railroad companies, and I cannot for my part see 
any advantage that we would be gaining by having the 
record placed on the expense bill that we do not have 
at present, because in either instance it would be neces- 
sary to get the proper notation of loss or damage made 
on the expense bill by the agent or his representative 
whether the car seal record was shown thereon or not, 


and, further, I would state that if the agent was inclined | 


to question the veracity of the statement made- by con- 
signee, I cannot see, for my part, what bearing the fact 
that the seal record was on the expense bill would have 
on the case. 

If this can be shown to be of any benefit sufficiently 
great to warrant the request of the necessary expenditure 
of time, I for one am in favor of the move, but I should 
like to see some argument with weight to it in its favor. 

R. P. Smith, 
Traffic Manager, Ohio Automatic Sprinkler Co. 
Youngstown, O., April 20, 1916. 


REASONABLE REGULATION OF 
CARRIERS ‘ 


Editor The Traffic World: 
I would like to call to the attention of the readers of 


The Traffic World what the commercial organizations of 
Philadelphia are doing in the matter of reasonable regu- 
lation of common carriers. 
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Some time ago I received a copy of the report of Mr. 
Emil P. Albrecht, secretary, Joint Committee of Phila- 
delphia, on this matter. It was with much interest that 
[ read this pamphlet and I feel as though the matter 
should be brought to the attention of traffic managers, 
industrial as well as railroad, and that the former make 
a thorough study of it and refer the matter to the su- 
periors for a vote of their organization. 


Certainly something has got to be done before many 
months along this line or there will be no more building 
of vailroads, as it is a known fact that there has been 
less building of railroads in 1915 than in either 1914 or 
1913, and it is safe to say that in order to progress we 
must have the carriers with us. 

A very large percentage of the present mileage of the 
country is in the hands of receivers, and the direct cause 
of this receivership is that the net revenues are insuffi- 
cient to pay an adequate return upon money invested, in 
recent years, with a consequent and progressive difficulty 
in enlisting new capital for necessary replacements and 
growth. 

Under our system of government the states are (within 
constitutional limits) supreme within their own borders. 
It follows that each state may regulate the railroads 
within its territory as to intrastate matters both of rates 
and operation. As we are aware, more than forty states 
have their own commissions, which operate independently 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission. This conflict 
of jurisdiction is as old as the government itself, and 
in relation to the railroad presents one of the most diffi- 
cult and important phases of the present condition of 
affairs. Cases are constantly arising in which the courts 
are called upon to decide whether intrastate rates, or op- 
erations, encroach upon the federal jurisdiction. It will 
be recalled that in the Shreveport rate case the Supreme 
Court determined that all state regulation materially affect- 
ing interstate rates constitutes encroachment. 

It is not only the conflict of intrastate and interstate 
rates that causes trouble and work for the carriers, but 
it is reports such as forms of safety devices, inspections, 
hours of labor, siding and terminal facilities, and a hun- 
dred and one other reports that have to be made both to 
the federal Commission and to the state commissions. 

I might quote Mr. E. B. Thomas, president of the Lehigh 
Valley Railroad, in his statement to President Wilson at 
an interview in Washington on [Iebruary 3 of this year: 
“When I say that the railroad with which I am connected 
made twenty-five thousand reports last year_to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission and different commissions 
and boards in the three states through which it runs, you 
will see what I mean by the need of less regulation.” 
One can estimate the number of reports that a railroad 
like the P. R. R. would have to make which traverses 
thirteen states. 

Nearly every city of any size at the present time has a 
live commercial organization, and I would like to see the 
traffic managers and secretaries make a complete. study 
of the question, in view of the fact that it affects the 
safety and comfort of nearly all of the hundred millions 
of people of the United States. The quality of the service 
rendered by the railroads depends, of course, upon the 
ability of the roads to give the best service possible, and 
the proper way to bring this matter to the attention of 

the public is through our organizations, arousing the 
public sentiment, thereby causing a federal Commission, 
and eliminate all state regulation. 

In conclusion, I might say that I hardly think that any 
person is capable of governing a common carrier as well 
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as our Interstate Commerce Commission, which is com- 
posed of men who have been through railroading from 
section foreman to president, and I think that by elimi- 
nating all state control and enlarging the Commission 
they will enact laws with which the carriers will be 
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allowed sufficient net revenues to pay an adequate return 
upon the money invested. 


Thomas S. Barry, 
Traffic Manager, Pawtucket Chamber of Commerce. 
Pawtucket, R. I., April 18, 1916. 






Increasing Efficiency on the Short Haul 


New Devices, Suggestions and Methods for Increasing Efficiency in Freight Handling and Other 
Branches of Traffic Work. Contributions Are Welcomed. THE TRAFFIC WORLD Will Be 
Pleased to Answer Inquiries Concerning Any Device or Method Mentioned in This Department 


GOVERNMENT EGG CAR 


The egg candling, packing and chilling demonsiration 
car of the U. S. Department of Agriculture will make a 
tour over the lines of the Big Four, New York Central 
and L. E. & W. railroads in Indiana in order to aid pou!- 
try and egg handlers to pack and ship their products 
to distant points. The car starts on its tour at Greens- 
burg on May 1 and will end it at Portland on July 1. 
The itinerary is as follows: 

Greensburg, May 1; Columbus, May 2; Hope, May 3; 
Batesville, May 4; Manchester, May 5; Rushville, May 6; 
Knightstown, May 8; New Castle, May 9; Anderson, May 
10; Muncie, May 11; Farmland, May 12; Union City, May 
12; Winchester, May 13; Fortville, May 15; Jamestown, 
May 16; Crawfordsville, May 17; Veedersburg, May 18. 
Lebanon, May 22; Thorntown, May 23; Lafayette, May 
24; Fowler, May 25; Kentland, May 26; Knox, May 27; 
South Bend, May 31, New Carlisle, June 1; LaPorte! June 
2; Gary, June 3; Wakerton, June 5; Plymouth, June 6; 
Rochester, June 7; Peru, June 8; Kekomo, June 9; Tip 
ton, June 10; Noblesville, June 12; Frankford, June 13: 
Oxford, June 14; Alexandria, June 15; Marion, June 16, 
Wabash, June 19; North Manchester, June 20: Warsaw. 
June 21; Goshen, June 22; Elkhart, June 23; Middleburg, 
June 24; Kendallville, June 26; Auburn, June 27; Fort 
Wayne, June 28; Bluffton, June 29; Hartford City, June 
30; Portland, July 1. 


At all these points demonstrations of the proper meth- 
ods of candling eggs and of packing and chilling eggs 
and poultry will be given. The demonstration car is in 
itself a complete refrigerating plant on wheels, with its 
own gasoline engine for operating the refrigerating blow- 
ers, Which in the course of half an hour can lower the 
temperature of the cold room to 32 degrees. 

Among other things, proper methods of using fillers 
and flats and packing eggs in cases are demonstrated and, 
by the aid of models, shippers and railroad men observe 
methods of stowing cases in cars so as to minimize dam- 
age in transit. Nine per cent of the eggs shipped to 
New York City alone are now cracked or mashed on the 
way to destination, an enormous waste, which raises the 
price to the consumer without benefiting the producer 
in any way. Much of this loss could be avoided by better 
packing and stowing, it is pointed out. The government 
has carried out elaborate tests of different methods and 
those that have been found most successful are discussed 
by the experts in charge. 

information is given on the dressing, grading, pre- 
cooling and packing of poultry. A model of a small. in- 
expensive, ice-chilled, precooling plant, designed especiaily 









for poultry and eggs, will be‘ exhibited and explained. 
Poultry properly packed and chilled before being placed 
in the refrigerating car does not deteriorete either in 
flavor or quality, as do ordinary ice-packed shipments, and 
keeps better on the market, the department says. 


FIGHTING EMBARGO WITH TRUCKS 

(The Motor Truck.) 

Radical and what appear to be almost revolutionary 
transportation methods have been resorted to by Con- 
necticut manufacturers who need raw material and who 
cannot get it into their factories because of the embargo 
established by the New Haven railroad against freight from 
the West that it may clear its tracks of the great number 
of cars that congest them. 

Trucks have been used for long distance haulage in large 
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numbers. One manufacturer has been operating trucks 
between Bethlehem, Pa., and his factory in Waterbury. 
There has been a vast amount of truck shipments to and 
from New York. If the present congestion continues until 
summer, when the roads are dry and good, this long dis- 
tance trucking will be developed on an enormous scale and 
the results of the practical trial of motor trucks in actual 
competition with railroads may have a large influence on 
the future movement of freight. 

In addition to the companies that are relying on the 
truck exclusively for the movement of their material there 
are many who have used it as one link in a chain of spe- 
cial arrangements by which they have secured stock with 
which to keep their factories operating. 

The American Brass Company, which has plants at 
Waterbury and Ansonia, gets much of its materia] from 
Perth Amboy, N. J. Since the traffic situation has become 
acute it has had the material loaded on lighters at Perth 
Amboy and towed to New Haven through the Long Island 
sound. There it is transferred either to motor trucks or 
trolley express cars and carried to the factories. 


Many of the big plants in the Naugatuck valley are se- 
curing their goods by shipments to Bridgeport by boat and 
from there they are hauled to the factory by truck. 

One New Haven manufacturer badly needed some time 
ago a material that is made in Detroit. It was impos- 
sible to get it through as freight, so the company rented a 
Pullman car, loaded it with the cases, which were light, 
and brought it through attached to a fast passenger train. 
To get this material cost $700. 

One manufacturer who gets material from.a point on the 
Pennsylvania lines has it shipped to Port Jefferson, on the 
north shore of Long Island, and there loads it on a boat, 
which brings it across the sound to New Haven, whence 
it is hauled to the factory by motor truck. 


Another illustration of present conditions is found in 
the case of a manufacturer who had a carload of vitally 
necessary material on the New Haven road in New Eng- 
land. He tried every means of having the delivery of the 
car hastened. Finally he offered to pay for hauling it to 
his factory the rate required for a private passenger coach, 
and with this inducement his freight car was made up with 
a passenger train and delivered without delay. But this 
was costly, when the price is contrasted with freight rates. 


CONTROL OF RUSSIAN WATERWAYS 


(Consul North Winship, Petrograd, February 16, in Commerce 
Reports.) 


Traffic on all of Russia’s inland waterways is to be 
centrally controlled along the lines that have already been 
adopted for railroad communications. A so-called Central 
Executive Committee of Waterways is to be established, 
which is to consist of the following members: The chief 
of the Division of Inland Waterways and Highways of 
the Ministry of Ways of Communication, chairman; a 
vice-chairman appointed by the minister of ways com- 
munication, who is to be general manager of traffic on 
inland waterways; two members of the Ministry of Ways 
of Communication, appointed by the minister; one mem- 
ber apiece from the Ministries of War, Marine, Finance, 
Trade and Industry, Agriculture and Interior, and one 
from the imperial comptroller’s office, appointed by the 
respective chiefs of the ministries and by the comptroller; 
one member apiece from the All-Russian Union of Zemstvos 
and Cities and the Central .Munitions Committee, to be 
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appointed by the union and the committee, respectively; 
one member apiece from the Council of Shipowners, the 
Council of Volga Boat Owners, the Council of Amur River 
Boat Owners, and councils of boat owners of other regions. 


The decisions of the committee that demand neither 
any changes in existing laws nor- the expenditure of 
moneys are to take effect immediately; others, with the 
consent of the minister of ways of communication, who 
will put them into effect. The committee will have very 
broad powers of control over the time, route, destination 
and precedence of consignments; the requisition of boats, 
barges and tugs; the prices of space for shipping and 
towing; loading and unloading charges and the means 
and methods of loading and unloading; the pay, hiring 
and discharge of labor, and the purchase and sale of 
fuel and other necessary material. It will have the power 
to recommend that money loans be made to boat build- 
ers and repairers. The minister of ways of communica- 
tion is empowered to appoint agents when and where 
it may be deemed wise by the committee, to supervise 
the movement of boats and goods under instructions to 
be issued by the committee. ‘ 
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POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


GOOD MEN ARE ALWAYS IN DEMAND, AND THE 
Traffic World is the logical medium for getting the men 
and the positions in touch with one another. The rates 
for classified advertisements are as follows: $2.00 per 
inch first insertion, $1.00 per inch second insertion, $0.50 
per inch each additional insertion, payable in advance. 
Keyed advertisements forwarded free and all correspond- 
ence held in strict confidence. 

THE TRAFFIC WORLD, 
418 So. Market Street, Chicago. 

NS AEE LIE INTE SITE A TEREST BIE CSL A IR RET 

Position as TRAFFIC MANAGER wanted by young man 
26 years of age, single. Five years’ experience with rail- 
road company checking freight rates. Two years’ experi- 
ence in handling freight claims for commercial concern. 
Familiar with rates in all territories. Conversant with 
the laws governing carriers. Can establish department 
that will save you money. Able to furnish first-class 
reference. B. A. 65, in care The Traffic World, Chicago. 
eee deenealeeemeeemenentinene mene 

WANTED—Position as TRAFFIC MANAGER with me- 
dium-sized railroad or large manufacturing, mining or 
lumber company, by young man with fifteen years’ ex- 
perience. Thoroughly up to date in all lines of traffic. 
Also have had executive experience. First-class ref- 
erences. S. F. 8. Care The Traffic World, Chicago, III. 











SITUATION WANTED—In commercial traffic depar't- 
ment by STENOGRAPHER AND RAILROAD CLERK, 
fourteen years’ experience, having good knowledge cf 
traffic matters, able to organize and manage department, 
35 years of age, married, and can furnish excellent ref- 
erences. -O. C. 16 care The Traffic World, Chicago. 
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Personal Notes 








H. F. Bohr, traffic manager of the Tennessee, Alabama 
& Georgia Railroad Co., was born March 28, 1884. He 
entered the service of the Chattanooga Southern Railroad 
June 16, 1900, as messenger and worked up through vari- 
ous clerkships to be assistant agent at Chattanooga June 
1, 1904. He was appointed train dispatcher June 1, 1905. 
He went to the traffic department April 1, 1906, and was 








H. F. BOHR. 


appointed chief clerk, traffic department, Aug. 1, 1907, 
taking charge of tariffs and I. C. C. matters, which were 
then becoming an important feature. He was appointed 
general freight and passenger agent Nov. 1, 1909, con- 
tinuing in that capacity until Sept. 1, 1910, when he was 
appointed general freight and passenger agent of the 
T., A. & G. He was appointed traffic manager of that line 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 929 


April 1, 1916. -When he entered the railroad business he 
had a desire to learn operating as well as traffic. He de- 
voted his first few years to the operating end. Recogniz- 
ing the possibilities in the traffic department just prior 
to the passage of the Elkins act, he decided to enter that 
department and has been identified with traffic matters 
since that time. 


Clement R. Clements, traffic manager of the Scott Paper 
Co., Philadelphia, was born in Liverpool, England, July 
6, 1880. He entered railroad service in 1896 as messenger 
with the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. at Germantown Junc- 





c. R. CLEMENTS. 


tion (now North Philadelphia), and was promoted to 
chief clerk to yardmaster, 1898; appointed freight agent 
at North Penn Junction, Pa., June, 1900. In 1905 Mr. 
Clement left railroad service and took his present posi- 
tion. He is a member of the New York and Brooklyn 
Traffic clubs, as well as a director in his home traffic 
club, and a director of the Industrial Traffic Managers’ 
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Association of Philadelphia. He was one of the organ- 
izers of this association, which has done much in its two 
years of existence to improve local freight conditions. 
He is also on the advisory board of the American Com- 
merce Association of Chicage. Mr. Clements has: done 
much in bringing together traffic manageis of paper man- 
ufacturers, who have recently organized an association 
known as the Traffic Managers’ Association of Toilet 
Paper Manufacturers. In appreciation of his efforts the 
members of this association have appointed him chairman. 

L. E. Ayer has been appointed commercial agent of 
the Canadian Northern Railway at St. Louis. 

U. N. James is appointed traveling freight agent of the 
Atlanta, Birmingham & Atlantic Railway Co. at Birming- 
ham, Ala. 

George I. Myron has been appointed general freight and 
passenger agent of the Minneapolis, St. Paul, Rochester & 
Dubuque Electric Traction Co., vice C. G. Chadwick, as- 
signed to other duties. 

N. S. Davis, traveling freight and passenger agent of 
the Fort Worth & Denver City Railway Co. at Wichita 
Falls, Tex., will, May 1, be transferred to Fort Worth, Tex., 
as commercial agent for the company. 

A. D. Phillips, general agent, freight department, of the 
Western Maryland, at Philadelphia, has been appointed 
general eastern agent, with office at New York, vice L, F. 
Klein, and G. J. Davis succeeds Mr. Phillips. 

H. H. Brown, assistant general freight agent of the Great 
Northern at Spokane, has been promoted to general freight 
agent, with office at St. Paul, Minn. F. H. Parker, assist- 
ant controller, has been appointed assistant general freight 
agent, vice H. H. Brown, and P. B. Beidelman, general 
agent refrigerator service, has been appointed assistant 
general freight agent vice W. J. Power, resigned. 

The Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe Railway Co. announces 
that, effective May 1, John S. Douglass, general claim 
agent, with headquarters at Galveston, Tex., will have 
charge of all freight loss and damage claims; also diver- 
sions, reconsignments, and refused and unclaimed ship- 
ments, as well as claims arising from personal injury, 
death, fire and damage to live stock and other property not 
in transit. Effective May 1, S. R. Biering is appointed 
assistant general claim agent with headquarters at 
Galveston. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad Co. announces that John W. 
Haugh has been appointed agent, Anchor Line, with office 
at Duluth, Minn.; Robert S. Merkle has been appointed 
agent at Philadelphia, Pa.; A. Budde has been appointed 
agent at Chicago; A. L. Bither has been appointed freight 
solicitor at Chicago; A. E. Obergfell has been appointed 
freight solicitor, Anchor Line, Chicago: W. C. Dixon has 
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been appointed agent at New.York; J. C. Wilson has been 
appointed freight solicitor, New York: Kenneth Johnston 
has been appointed freight solicitor, New York; W. H. 
Deitlaff has been appointed agent at Milwaukee; E. H. 
Hagel has been appointed freight solicitor, Milwaukee; 
N. J. Elliott has been appointed agent at Baltimore, Md. 





DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Toledo Transportation Club will hold its annual 
meeting and election Saturday, May 6, in the club room at 
the Boody House, at 8 o’clock p. m. 


At the last monthly lecture night of the Milwaukee Traf- 
fic Club an unusually large number of carriers’ and ship- 
pers’ representatives Were present to hear C. H. Dietrich, 
assistant general freight claim agent, C., M. & St. P. Ry., 
deliver his address on “Loss and Damage Claims.’ The 
audience was appreciative and the address instructive. 
At the close a number of questions were presented to Mr. 
Dietrich, which were disposed of in a satisfactory and in- 
structive manner. These lectures are a monthly affair. 





The fourth annual dinner of the Traffic Club of Erie 
was held at the Lawrence, Thursday evening, April 2). 
About 125 members were present. The speaker of the 
evening was Luther M. Walter of Chicago, who spoke on 
the subject of “Modern Terminal Questions.’ The soloist 
was Mrs. Georgia French Brevillier, and there were other 
entertainers. President E. F. Smith acted as toastmaster. 

The Transportation Club of San Francisco gave a fare- 
well dinner to Mr. Harry G. Toll, Tuesday night, April 25, 
the evening preceding Mr. Toll’s departure -for Chicago, 
where he assumes the duties of a member of the recently 
organized Rate Committee of the Transcontinental Freight 
Bureau. 





The Dallas Traffic Club, at its weekly meeting, Saturday, 
April 22, adopted the resolutions recently adopted by the 
Chicago Association of Commerce in favor of arbitration o/ 
the railway wage dispute. 





Chairman A. B. Ewer and his fellow members of the an 
nual dinner committee of the Traffic Club of Pittsburgh 
have completed their program for the dinner of 1916. Ii 
will be given in the William Penn Hotel, Wednesday even- 
ing, May 3, being the fourteenth in the history of the club, 
and indications already are that the attendance will ex- 
ceed that of any previous occasion. Many guests will 


attend from distant parts of the country. Serving of the 
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More Work, Less Cost 
with Storage Battery 


Trucks and Tractors 


These trucks have revolutionized the handling of 
material at freight terminals, on wharves and 
docks and in industrial plants. Three times the 
work at one-tenth the cost is not an unusual record where 


storage battery industrial trucks and tractors have replaced 
hand trucks. 


The work done and the cost of that work, however, is largely 
dependent upon the storage battery used. 
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tery for electric vehicles. 
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These are the industrial truck manufacturers who are using the ‘‘ fronclad=Exide’’ Battery: 


Buda Co., Harvey, Ill. 
Cowan Truck Co., Holyoke, Mass. 


Galion Dynamic Motor Truck Co., Galion, Ohio 


General Vehicle Co., Long Ialand City, N. Y. 


C. W. Hunt Co., West New Brighton, N. Y. 
Lansing Co., Langing, Mich. 

Mercury Mfg. Co., Chicago, III. 

Orenstein, Arthur Koppel Co., Koppel, Pa. 
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menu, which will be preceded by an invocation by the Rev. 
Frederic Tower Galpin, will begin at 6 o’clock, and it ts 
expected that the oratorical part of the program will begin 
not later than 8:30. The speakers for the occasion are 
the Rev. James E. Freeman, rector of St. Mark’s P. E. 
Church of Minneapolis, and John Thom. Holdsworth, dean 
of the school of economics, University of Pittsburgh. 
President J. Fred Townsénd will act as toastmaster. After 
the speaking the floor will be cleared and the women in 
the balconies as spectators and listeners will be invited to 
participate in the dancing that will follow. Beside Chair- 
man Ewer, traffic manager of the Harbison Walker Re- 
fractories Co., the members of the committee are: J. F. 
Townsend, traffic manager, National Tube Co., ex-officio; 
Charles B. Ellis, traffic manager, Gulf Refining Co., secre- 
tary; Ray F. Clark, general agent at Chicago, Canadian 
Northern Railway; Harry M. Corbett, general agent, 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad; Edward D. Forde, gen- 
eral agent, Chicago Great Western Railroad; Albert C. 
Graham, traffic manager, the Youngstown Sheet & Tube 
Co.; Harold E. Harmon, traffic manager, Des Moines Bridge 
& Iron Co.; William H. Higgins, traffic manager, Wheel- 
ing Iron & Steel Co.; Will G. Howard, general agent, 
Chicago & Alton Railroad; Samuel L. King, general agent, 
Wells Fargo & Co. Express; William E. Magill, commer- 
cial agent, Central States Despatch; John J. Monks, gen- 
eral agent, New York Central Lines; Edward S. Neilson, 
division freight agent, Pennsylvania Railroad, at Altoona; 
Alfred P. Oxtoby, traffic manager, La Belle Iron Works 
at Steubenville, Ohio; Guy M. Stewart, traffic manager, 
American Conduit Mfg. Co. 


RIVER TRAFFIC EXPERIMENTS 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

Army engineers, by an amendment to the river and 
harbor bill in the House, have been directed to make 
transportation experiments on the Mississippi River, 
which, if successful, will place that river into competition 
with the railroads. Specifically the engtmeers are directed 
to conduct these experiments with the types of towboats 
recommended by them in an exhaustive report made to 
the Sixty-third Congress. 

In 1910 Congress appropriated $500,000 for designing 
and constructing experimental towboats and barges and 
loading and unloading facilities for towing and delivering 
freight along the Mississippi and other rivers. In their 
report to Congress the engineers stated that. only $25,000 
had been spent on investigation work and preliminaries. 
The amendment directing them to resume work, which 
was offered by Representative Esch of Wisconsin, ranking 
Republican member of the interstate and foreign com- 


’ Do Business by Mail 
~ It’s profitable, with accurate lists of prospects. Our catalogue 
contains vital information on Mail Advertising. Also prices and 
quantity on 6,000 national mailing lists, 99% guaranteed. Such as: 
War Material Mfrs. Wealthy Men 
Cheese Box Mfrs. Ice Mfrs. 
Farmers 


Shoe Retailers Doctors 
Tin Can Mfrs. Axle Grease Mfrs. Fish Hook Mfrs. 
Druggists Railroad Employees Feather DusterMfre. 
Auto Owners Contractors Hotels 
Write for this valuable reference book. 
Ross-Gould, 822-P Olive Street, St. Louis. 


Ross-Gould 
Marling 


RestS St.Louis 


Fly Paper Mfrs. 
Foundries 











Vol. XVII, No. 18 








merce committee of the House, authorizes the expenditure 
of not more than $50,000 of this unexpended balance to 
make such experiments as will demonstrate fully the 
economy or lack of economy in the transportation of 
heavy freight, particularly upstream, on the stretches of 
the Mississippi between Cairo and St. Louis and between 
the mouth of the Missouri and Minneapolis. 

The board of engineers which conducted the origina! 
investigations recommended the construction of one stern- 
wheel towboat and one of the “double-tunnel” type. The 
latter is now in use by the Kansas City Navigation Co. 
on the Missouri River. Some members of the board stud- 
ied transportation and handling devices on the principal 
rivers of Europe. They returned to the United States 
convinced that a modern steel stern-wheel towboat would 
be hard to beat for American rivers. 


The double-tunnel type has two propellers in the hul! 
of the boat. The water enters the tunnels at the bow 
and is churned by the propellers on its way througi. 
Propellers are therefore protected from contact with 
snags and other obstructions at periods of low water. 

These experiments are to be carried forward at vary- 
ing stages of water and to be completed within two 
years. No provision is made in the bill requiring rail- 
roads to accept freight that may be carried by the ex- 
perimental boats. The Kansas City Navigation Co. peo- 
ple have been telling the committee that they have 
pledges of traffic amounting to 1,500,000 tons as soon as 
the improvement below Kansas City is completed. That 
improvement seeks to afford a six-foot channel at all 
seasons of the year. 


AGENTS ISSUING TARIFFS 


The following list of names and addresses of agents 
issuing freight tariffs has been compiled from the records 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission and will be pub- 
lished from time to time with such corrections as may 
be necessary. We ask subscribers to notify us of any 
errors in this list or any changes that may occur of 
which they have knowledge. There are perhaps fifty 
more such agents on the Commission’s records, but they 
have filed no tariffs recently. 


Allen, S. A., Cent. States Desp.-Continental Line, Cincin- 
nati, O. 

Allen, W. P., Pacific N. W. Demurrage Bu., Seattle, Wash. 

Anderson, Frank, Memphis Tariff Committee, Memphis, 
Tenn. 

Arnold, H. E., Rutland-Mich. Central Line, Lowell, Mass. 

Barr, F. J., Indfanapolis Frt. Committee, Indianapolis, Ind. 

Beck, T. Clem, Lake Shore-L. V. Route, ete., New York, 
=. Z. . 

Behrman, M., New Orleans Public Belt R. R. Co., New 
Orleans, La. 

Bell, C. B., Virginia Classification, Atlanta, Ga. 

Bode, C. B., Ill. Cent. Traction Co., Springfield, O. 

Boyd, E. B., Western Trunk Line Committee, Chicago, III. 

Boyd, B. B., Illinois Frt. Com., Chicago, IIl. 

Boyd, B. B., Gulf Foreign Frt. Com., Chicago, IIl. 

Braun, A. C., Switching Trf. at Dayton, O., Dayton, O. 

Briggs, Lafayette, Traders Desp. F. F. Line, F. H. Stocker, 
Chicago, Ill. 

Broaddus, Andrew, Cumberland Gap Despatch, Louisville, 
Ky. © 

Bullen, C. W., S. E. Miss. Valley Trf., New York, N. Y. 

Cameron, Wm., St. Louis-Cincinnati-Louisville Frt. Com. 

St. Loufs, Mo. 
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The Belt Railway of 


Chicago, with a modern equip- 
ment designed for the specific 


purpose of furnishing adequate and prompt 
service in the transportation of freight be- 
tween the roads terminating at Chicago, 
offers to you a service on your through ship- 
ments via Chicago with assurance that the 
results will satisfy you. 


Clearing Yard, regarding which we will be 
pleased to send you a descriptive folder, is 


fulfilling the purposes of its designers, result-. 


ing in quicker movement of business between 
the roads making use of its facilities and di- 
verting a large volume of through traffic from 
the city terminals. 


The territory through which The Belt Rail- 
way of Chicago operates offers unexceptional 
industrial advantages which you will do well 
to investigate before deciding upon locating 
in the Middle West either main plant, branch 


or distribution warehouse. If we knew your 


requirements we could more specifically de-- 


tail the benefits location upon this line would 
bring you and then invite your investigation 
to prove our conclusions. 


The Belt Railway of Chicago is not “the 
only way,” but is decidedly The Best Way, 
The most Up-to-date Way, and The Way of 
Service and Satisfaction. | 


THE BELT RAILWAY 
COMPANY of CHICAGO 


FRANK A. SPINK, Traffic Manager 


229 Dearborn Station, Chicago, IIl. 


Telephone Harrison 3690 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


This Shipper Keeps 
His Liner Price 
Contract 


A shipper had freight contracted for at a low 
rate under an old contract. His goods were 
ready to ship, but he saw no possible chance of 
making sailing date under existing congestion 
difficulties. He appealed to Hoboken Shore 
Road. Our special emergency service landed 
his freight on our tracks forty-eight hours 
from time he shipped, thus enabling them to 
catch last steamer, giving him advantage of 
his low price contract. The difference between 
contract price and amount he would have had 
to pay for a new booking was a large sum. 
Have you ever been in his predicament? 


Hoboken Shore Road Service 


is proving definitely that the Hoboken shore is a 
permanent factor in N. Y. Port congestion relief. 

Its physical location enables the Hoboken Shore 
Road to offer direct rail connection between the 
great trunk line terminal yards and the docks of 
the largest steamship companies. 

Its superb administrative organization puts the 
Hoboken Shore Road in a position to meet any 
terminal- conditions which may arise. That it 
immediately provided trained men, ample switch- 
ing facilities and equipment during the terminal 
congestion stress proves this fact. : 





Hoboken Shore Road 





Bill your 
connects with 
West Shore Ri R next 
oo aes 
; and Pt. Vernon and Nep- S pmen 
N. Y. ee Ww. , RR ‘6 
Central R. R. ‘of N. J. Via 
PanigneValaore me 
Ponmeyivanis R. R. Hoboken 
Erie R. R 
For all carlot shipments. Shore Roa 99 
It handles freight to the 
Holland-American Line 
ee Line 
Hamburg-American Line NO CHARGE 
North German Lloyd Line to shippers 
All freight billed ‘‘ Via Hoboken 
Shere Road ”’ is accepted by these on carlots. 
lines despite any embargo. 
- Foot of Fifth Street Hoboken, N. J. 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 
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Cameron, Wm., St. Louis Eastbound Frt. Com., St. Louis, 
Mo. 

Childers, C. E. E., Pittsburgh Frt. Committee, Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 

Christian, J. R., Mallory & Sou. Pac. Co.’s Atlantic S. S. 
Line, Houston, Tex. 

Collyer, R. N., Official Classification Com., New York, N. Y. 

Conard, G. P., Ry. Equipment & Register, New York, N. Y. 

Cottrell, J. J., Va. Lines Trf. Bureau, Richmond, Va. 

Countiss, R. H., Transcontinentl -Frt. Bureau, Chicago, Ill. 

Crawford, John H., Lake Shore-Lackawanna F. F. Lines, 
New York, N. Y. 

Crawford, John H., Mich. Cent.-Lackawanna F. F. Line, 
New York, N. Y. 

Crawford, John H., Wabash-Lackawanna F. F. Line, New 
York, N. Y. 

Crow, W. R., Erie Despatch, Chicago, Ill. 

Davis, F. V., Ohio coal roads, Columbus, O. 

Denyven, J. M., Mobile Import Tariff, St. Louis, Mo. 

Dudley, Geo., agent for individual lines, Boston, Mass. 

Duke, Nat, Lake Shore-Lackawanna Line, New York, N. Y. 

Duval, J. E., Canadian Car Service Bureau, Montreal, Que. 

Emerson, W. P., New Orleans Tariff Com., New Orleans, 
La. 

Fonda, A. C., Texas Tariff Bureau, Austin, Tex. 

Fulton, C. E., Chicago & Ohio River Com., Chicago, Ill. 

Fyfe, R. C., Western Classification Com., Chicago, Ill. 

Gilbert, A. P., Richmond, Va., Switching Directory, Rich- 
mond, Va. 

Gomph, F. W., Pacific Freight Tariff Bureau, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal. 

Graham, H. J., Lackawanna Line, Chicago, III. 

Griffin, C. H., Colo.-Utah Frt. Bureau, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

Griffin, C. H., Intermountain Demurrage Bureau, Salt 
Lake City, Utah. 

Griffin, C..H., Local Utah Frt. Bureau, Salt Lake City, 
Utah. - 

‘Guthrie, C. B., Official Frt. Trf. Directory, Washington, 
D. C. 

Hall, A. D., Southern Freight Association, St. Louis, Mo. 

Hardin, F. M., S. E. Demurrage Bureau, Atlanta, Ga. 

Hinton, E. H., Southeastern Freight Assn., Atlanta, Ga. 

Howe, Carl, New York Central F. F. Lines, Chicago, III. 

afunter, J. A. Zanesville Switching Tariff, Zanesville, O. 

Leland, F. A., Southwestern Tariff Committee, St. Louis, 
Mo. 

Lewis, Thornton, Kanawha Despatch, Cincinnati, O. 


Loomis, J. C., Louisville Car Service Assn., Louisville, Ky. 
Loomis, J. C., Chi.-Ind. & Louisville Demurrage and Stor- 
age Rules, Louisville, Ky. 
Lowry, L. A., Chicago Switching Committee, Chicago, JIl. 
McCain, C. C., Trunk Line Association, New York, N. Y. 
Merki, George, Joint Rate Inspection Bureau, Chicago, III. 
Morris, Eugene, Central Freight Association, Chicago, IU. 
Morris, Ira W., Columbus Switching Tariff, Columbus, O. 


Mote, E. E., Pacific Car Demurrage Bureau, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal. 

Neereamer, A. L., Central Electric Traffic Assn., Indi. 
anapolis, Ind. 

Pierce, C. J., National Desp.-Great Eastern Line, Boston, 
Mass. 

Pierce, R. S., Cincinnati Switching Com., Cincinnati, O. 

Pontius, F. A., Chicago Demurrage Bureau, Chicago, III. 

Powe, W. R., Southern Classification, Atlanta, Ga. 

Rains, G. S., agent, Norfolk, Va. 

Ransom, G. C., Canadian Classification, Montreal, Que. 

Renneker, W. E., Florida Orange-Pineapple Tariff. 
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Robinson, L. R., Canadian Pacific Despatch Eastbound 


Guidebook. 
Rotchford, M. W., Ill. & Ia. Car Service Bureau, Peoria, Iil. 


Sedgeman, W. J., Seaboard-Colo-Utah Com., New York, 
N. ®. 

Sedgeman, W. J., Seaboard Texas Com., New York, N. Y. 

Shallenberger, F. E., Star Union Line, Pitstburgh, Pa. 

Smith, G. A., Peoria-Pekin Switching Tariff, Peoria, Il. 

Souders, L. M., Empire Line, Chicago, Ill. 

Stewart, J. B., Ontario Central Desp. F. F. Lines, New 
York;. N.Y. 

Story, S. A., Diamond Desp. & L. V. Transp. Co., Buffalo, 
N. Y. 

Vaughan, R. H., Blue Ridge Despatch, Cincinnati, O. 

Washburn, M. P., S. E. Mississippi V. Frt. Assn., Louis- 
ville, Ky. 

Whiton, H. J., Rome, Watertown & Ogdensburg Line, 
Boston, Mass. 


RATES ON DYES 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


Hearing of testimony in I. and S. Docket 748, dyes 
from New York, took place on Monday and Tuesday, be- 
fore Examiner Brown. J. H. Fishback represented the 
protestants, the Arnold Print Works, Windsor Print Works 
and other textile printing plants and manufacturers of 
textiles, at North Adams, Mass. 

The case involved the cancellation of a less-than-carload 
commodity rate of fourteen cents per hundred pounds on 
aniline and alizarine dyes from New York to North Adams, 
Mass., as a result of which first and second class will 
apply, respectively, to dyes in cases, and dyes in barrels, 
kegs and iron drums. The first and second elass rates 
are 24 and 28 cents, which means an advance of prac- 
tically 100 per cent. The fourteen-cent rate is now effect- 
ive via all-rail routes, via the New York Central, Harlem 
division, and the Boston & Albany, also via the New 
York, New Haven & Hartford and via the Hudson River 
(Hudson Navigation Co.) to Troy, in connection with 
the Boston & Maine. Protestants’ counsel insisted that 
there should be a differential between the river and rail 
route and the all-rail route, and contended that the pres- 
ent rate of fourteen cents is compensatory for service via 
that route; further, that the first and second class rates 
are by comparison with other ratings in the classifica- 
tion on articles of similar character from a transportation 
standpoint excessive and unjust. 

The railroads were represented byl. H. Kentfield, New 
York, New Haven & Hartford; R. Van Ummersen, freight 
traffic manager, Boston & Albany; George H. Eaton, 
freight traffic manager, Boston & Maine, and N. D. Chapin, 
chief of tariff bureau, New York Centra] lines. The 
carriers urged that the advance in these rates was made 
to bring the rates up to the level of other increased 
rates in New England territory, less-than-carload com- 
modity rates having to a considerable extent been can- 
celed out; further, that the rate is too low, and refused 
to admit that the rate for transportation 160 miles by 
the Hudson River to Troy in connection with a 48-mile 
rail haul via the Boston & Maine should carry a lower 
rate than for the all-rail service. 


The West Virginia Pittsburgh Coal Co. has been allowed 
to intervene in Case 8725, Lake Cargo Coal Rates. 

Order of Commission of February 21 in Case 6710, Bon 
ner’s Ferry Lumber Co. vs. Great Northern, effective June 
1, so modified as to become effective on July 1. 
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~ You May Be Facing the Congestion Problem 
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Six Models: 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


__ Right now in New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Chicago and other large 
cities, traffic experts are trying to solve the puzzling problem, “How can we 
relieve traffic congestion—economically ?” 

What’s the answer? Of course the ultimate remedy will probably in- 
cludelarger sending and receiving platforms, but now, now while thousands 
of freight cars are tied up and shippers and consignees are suffering financial 
losses, what can be done? Ask any of the large express companies and 
they’ll tell you that ; 


G. V. Electric Trucks are the Right Solution 


These well-known transportation organizations—Adams, Wells-Fargo 
and American—already operate over 500 Electric Trucks. ‘They know what 
they can do. They know that G. V.’s are particularly fitted for short-haul 
work, because they are practically a trackless street car. They Rnow, as 
hundreds of representative businesses know, that G. V. Electrics are unques- 
tionably more dependable and more economical for city traffic needs than 
any other type of truck. 

The very fact that 2,172 G. V.’s are successfully operated in New York 
City alone is sound proof of adaptability and economical performance. 

A prominent merchant at the Boston Automobile show stated: “Our 
two ton Gasoline Trucks (of the latest and claimed most efficient design) 
cost us more to operate than our five-ton G. V.’s.” Does this signify any- 
thing? Does it not speak volumes for the economy of G. V.’s over gas trucks 
for city hauling purposes? 

Let us send some convincing facts and facts that apply to your own 
particular business. We'll prove that G. V.’s will save you money or we 
won’t want you to buy. Write to-day for Catalogue No. 104—no obligation. 


@) General Vehicle Company, Inc. @ 
See General Office and Factory WF 


LONG ISLAND CITY, N. Y. 


New York Chicago Boston Philadelphia 
1,000 to 10,000 Ibs. Capacity. Dealers in unoccupied territory are invited to correspond. 
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DIRECTORY OF ATTORNEYS 829259 Snc82 Sindee 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Robert W. Hall George B. Webster THOMAS L. PHILIPS 
Attorney and Counselor Counsel in Interstate Commerce and eee aa 
Interstate Commerce Cases Public Service Commission Cases Co ee ee ee ee ae 
State Commission Cases ST. LOUIS, MO. 


International Life Building 


Formerly ome Missouri Pacific and St. L., IL. M. 
& 8. By. mpanies, Denver & Rio Grande BR. RB. 


St. Louis 


Co. and ‘amie Refrigerator Transit Co. Counsel 


617-620 Third Nationa] Bank Bldg. - 
8ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI in Interstate Commerce and Public Service and Util- 
ity Commission cases. 


LAW OFFICES: Littleford, James, Ballard & Frost 
804-5-6-7-8 Westory Building, Washington, D. C. Gwynne Building, Cincinnati, Ohio 


Interstate Commerce Commission cases, Public Utility and Service Commission cases and 
Federal Trade Commission cases only at Washington, D. C., offices. 


Francis B. James (Commerce Counsel) in charge of Washington, D.C., offices, where E. E. Williamson (Commerce Expert) 
ayne P. Ellis (Commerce Accountant and Statistician) are associated. 


| RICHARD TOWNSEND 


COUNSELLOR AT LAW 
Commerce counsel, practicing before In- 
terstate Commerce Commission and Pub- 
lic Service Commissions. Six years’ prac- 
tical experience in traffic matters. 
829 OLIVER BLDG., 
PITTSBURGH, PA. 





B. G. Dahlberg 


COMMERCE EXPERT 


Watson & Abernethy 
Rufus B. Daniel ATTORNEYS AT LAW John R. Walker 
‘ eines te Gem Goan INTERSTATE COMMERCE LITIGATION 
ATTORNEY AT LAW Forest Products Cases a Specialty 
Interstate Commerce Cases only py png Bt. —~ | Commerce Counsel for Seuthers Hardwood Traffic 


625 Mills Building, El Paso, Tex. 915-918 Munsey Building. Washington, D. C. 





Arthur B. Hayes 


ATTORNEY-AT-LAW 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C, 
Fermer member of the Depeees A Justice as 


R. W. Ropiequet 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 
Interstate Commerce and 


George Patterson Boyle 
LAWYER 


Former Attorney for 
Interstate Commerce Commission 





Solicitor of Internal Re _ Public Utilities 
Interstate Commerce "Litigation Murphy Building, East St. Louis, I. 2 et ey ee, 
a Specialty 506 Mermed & Jaccard Bidg., St. Louis, Mo. —— 





Gustavus B. Spence 
Consulting Counsel 
Interstate Commerce Cases Only 


Formerly with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission 


502-504 Penobscot Building, 
DETROIT, MICHIGAN 
BORDERS, WALTER & BURCHMORE 
1630 First National Bank Building 


Luther M. Walter John 8. Burchmore 
Formerly Attorneys for Interstate Commerce Commission 


M. W. Borders 


CORPORATION, INSURANCE 
AND ANTI-TRUST LAWS 


To The TRAFFIC MANAGER 
Who Must Keep UP TO THE MINUTE 


On Tariff Filings, Rejections, Suspensions, and the other Most Important 
Traffic Happenings 


Our Daily Traffic World and Traffic Bulletin Will Appeal 


LET US SEND SAMPLES 


TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU, - CHICAGO 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please mention this paper in writing to attorneys. 














ALL MATTERS AFFECTING CARRIERS AND PUBLIC UTILITIES 




















THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Directory of Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders Warehousemen, Custom House Brokers, etc 


LEAVE IT ALL TO US < war RIsK 


CONSULAR ARRANGEMENTS 


COLLECTIONS 


EXPORT SPECIALISTS 


THROUGH RATES 
MARINE INSURANCE 





Completely Covering Shipments by 
RAIL and OCEAN 
to All Parts of the World. 


JUDSON FREIGHT FORWARDING CO. 


Home Offices: CHICAGO NEW YORK BOSTON iPITTSBURG ST.LOUIS LOS ANGELES SAN FRANCISCO 


Security Warehouse Company 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 
Northwestern Distributors for nearly all Nationally 
Advertised Commodities—Twenty Car Trackage 

Space. 
Motor Truck delivery in Minneapolis and St. Paul 








D. A. MORR TRANSFER AND STORAGE CO. 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 
2114-2120 Central Street 
TRANSFER, MERCHANDISE pe a et FORWARD- 
ING, DISTRIBUTION AND CITY DELIVERIES. 
Direct Connections With All Rallroads. Fireproof Storage, 
Sprinkler System. 





Springfield, Mass. 


Central Warehouse & Transfer Co. 


Office: 315 Bridge St. 


TRANSFERRING AND RESHIPPING. 
GENBRAL STORAGE, FURNITURE STORAGE, ETC. 





Established 1890. From long and practical experience 
we know your needs. Write for information. 


Witkin Trucking Company 


Main Office, 30 BURLING SLIP, . 


NEW YORK, N. Y. 


“HE SERVES BEST WHO SERVES WELL” 





Minneapolis Transfer & Warehouse Co. 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN, 
122 SOUTH FIFTH STREET 


DISTRIBUTORS OF POOL CARS AND GENERAL 
WAREHOUSING 





CHICAGO 
Jos. Stockton Transfer Co. 


536 The Rookery Building 


Teaming of Every Description—City Delivery Service 
and Carload Distributors. 


Foreign Agencies in All Principal Cities and Ports in Europe, Asia, Africa, Australasia, China, Japan, South Americas, Philippine Islands, eto. 


PITTSBURGH, PA. 


FIREPROOF AND NON-FIREPROOF WAREHOUSES 
PENNSYLVANIA SIDING LOWEST INSURANCE 
Write us about storage or distributing 
HAUGH & KEENAN STORAGE & TRANSFER CoO. 





Central Warehouse Co. 


Storage—Forwarding 


Trackage Counection with all railroads entering the 
Twin Cities. 


Minnesota Transfer, Minn. 


PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


BEST DISTRIBUTING POINT IN THE EAS) 
Railroad Sidings, Penna. R. R. and Phila. & Reading 
Experienced in giving Best Warehouse Service 
SCOTT PAPER CO. WAREHOUSE 
Cc. R. CLEMENTS, Manager 


Very low insurance. 





Trackage, Capacity 18 cars a day. 





Omaha Fireproof Storage Co. 
806-18 SOUTH {16TH ST., OMAHA, NEB. 


EIGHT AND ONE-HALF ACRES FLOOR SPACB 
INSURANCE RATE 20 CENTS 
TRACKAGE SPACE, 10 CARS. GEN TEAMING 
AND AUTO SERVICE. 





Savannah Bonded Warehouse & Transfer Co. 
SAVANNAH, GEORGIA 
ais yo STORAGE—RE- en Lh ae 
NG—FORWARDING—PROMPT EFFICIENT 
SER VICe RRCHPTIONAL PACILITIES— 
CUSTOM HOUSE BROKERS 
Members American Chain of Warehouses 
Members American Warehousemen’s Association 





Louisville Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 
LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Import and export freight contractors, transfer and 
reshipping agents, custom house brokers. Bonded and 
free warehouses. 





As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD please Mention the paper In writing to advertisers. 








ATTA TAN 


fon you scant hata de- 


pendable advance information 
concerning proposed changes, not only in 
your freight rates, but also those of your com- 
petitors in other cities, there zis zust one way to 
get it and that is by regularly watching for 
atin The Traffic Bulletin. 


Our tariff abstracters gather this data 


directly from the file rooms of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission every working day in the year and we are thus able to pass it on to our readers from 
two to four weeks before the changes become effective. 





Not only do we give this information to 


our readers 52 weeks in the year, but we also advise them in 
the same authentic way about the Commission’s tariff rejections and suspensions as well as 
its fourth section orders. 


If you are keeping a tariff file you must 


keep it up-to-date or zt zs worthless. It will be easily kept 
up-to-date if you use The Traffic Bulletin, and it will be a practical impossibility if 
you do not. 


Samples and full information will be sent 
free upon request. 
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The Traffic Service Bureau 


Publishers The Traffic World 


418 South Market Street 
Chicago, Ill. 
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